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CURRENT TOPICS. 


On Wepnespay Mr. Justice Jetr disposed of his list by 1.35, 
several of the motions being adjourned at the request of the 
parties. There will be no further sitting in court during the 
present vacation. 





Mr, Samvet Hitt Sire Lorruovss, barrister-at-law, has 
been appeinted Recorder of Doncaster in the place of Mr. 
Sruart CunnincHam Macasxig, K.C., who has been appointed 
Recorder of Sheffield. 





As we anticipated a fortaight ago, the second day of the 
Michaelmas Sittings will be a holiday at the Royal Courts. 
We publish ‘elsewhere an authoritative notice stating that the 
courts and offices will be closed on that day ‘‘on the occasion: 
of the Royal procession.” Considering that, notwithstanding 
the procession, anyone could reach the courts by Carey-street, 
this order appears to lack the justification of necessity. 








| Ir HAs BEEN announced this week that the Hungarian 
|Government have discarded the use of pee for official 
| documents, on the ground that the ink will not remaia visible 
‘for more than eight or ten years. Singularly enough, the 
subject was brought to our attention only last week by having 
to peruse a typewritten completed draft, dated only three 
years ago, which was so faint as to be in places almost 
illegible. Of course we are unable to say whether the draft 
was originally typewritten in very light violet ink, but we can 
scarcely suppose that this was the case, and we imagine that 
the ink must have faded or been rubbed off by frequent 
handling. We have found that one of the evils of violet 
typewriting is that it often, perhaps usually, comes off on 
to the hands of anyone running his fioger over the lines. Is 
it not probable, also, that the violet ink used in writing 
contains aniline colour, which is notoriously fugitive? We 
have never been able to understand why black ink is not 
invariably used for typewriting. That it can be so used if so 
course clear from the numerous documents one sees ‘“‘ typed” in 
that colour; and we do not know why the black ink used should 
not be as permanent as that supplied for ordinary writing. It 
appears to be very advisable to obtain some guarantee from the 
js tm as to the permanence of the so-called “ink ribbon” used 
in typewriting machines. 


Amone THE cases in which service out of the jurisdiction is 


allowed by R. S.C., ord. 11, r. 1, is that specified in clause (¢) 
where the action is founded on the breach within the jurisdiction 
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of a contract, wherever made, which ought t» be performed within 
the jurisdiction. Where, asin Holland v. Bennett (1902, 1K. B. 
867), the breach has been effected by a letter posted abroad 
to a person in. England, a nice question arises whether the 
breach has taken place abroad or in this country. In that case 
the defendant, the proprietor of a New York paper, who resided 
in France, employed the plaintiff as the London correspondent 
of his paper. He posted at Naples a letter to the — 
giving two weeks’ notice of dismissal. The plaintiff brought 
an action for wrongful dismissal and obtained leave to 
serve the writ on the defendant abroad, upon the ground that 
the breach of contract had taken place within the jurisdiction. 
It is to be remembered, however, that where a contract is made 
by written and posted acceptance of an offer, the contract is 
complete as soon as the letter of acceptance is posted (Henthorn 
v. Fraser, 40 W. R. 433; 1892, 2 Ch. 27), and it does not 
seem necessary to establish any different rule for the breach of 
the contract. The Court of Appeal held, accordingly—though 
the doctrine as to formation of the contract does not seem to 
have been referred to—that the breach took place on the posting 
of the letter; that is, it took place abroad. Consequently 
clause (¢) of ord. 11, r. 1, did not apply, and the order of 
Bucxni11, J., setting aside the service of the writ was affirmed. 





In THE casE of Hutchinson vy. Stevenson (39 Scottish Leah 
Reporter, 789) a question of some novelty arose under the Saw 
of Food and Drugs Acts, 1875 and 1899. By section 14 of tle 
earlier Act the person purchasing any article with the intention 
of submitting the same to analysis shall notify to the seller his 
intention to have the same analyzed by the public analyst, and 
shall offer to divide the article into three parts, each part to be 
marked and sealed or fastened up in such manner as its nature 
will permit, and shall, if required to do so, proceed accordingly, 
and shall deliver one of the parts to the seller. By section 21 
the certificate of the analyst is primd facie evidence for 
the prosecution, and by section 22 the justices, at the 
request of either party, may cause any article of food to be 
analyzed at Somerset House. The defendant was convicted for 
selling milk which was not of the quality of the article demanded. 
At the hearing he requested that the prosecutor might be ordered 
to produce the third sample of milk which had been taken by 
him, and to send the sample to Somerset House for analysis. It 
then appeared that the bottle containing the sample had burst 
some days before. The prosecutor contended that although the 
sample had ceased to exist, he was entitled to a conviction if he 
could prove by competent evidence that the milk was not of the 
proper quality. The Court of Session quashed the conviction, 
saying that the misfortune which had befallen the prosecution 
was of the same character as the loss of necessary evidence in 
criminal proceedings. The defendant had a right to insist that 
the sample should be analyzed at Somerset House, and this right 
was in the nature of a right of appeal, of which he had been 
deprived by the act of the prosecutor. 





Accipents from collision with motor-cars are not unknown in 
England, and in France they are so numerous as to form a 
constant subject of discussion in the newspapers. The French 
Code of Procedure requires the plaintiff in a personal action to 
commence proceedings in the court of the district in which the 
defendant is domiciled, aud this provision is said to lead to great 
injustice in cases where the defendant is charged with negligence 
in driving a motor-car. The speed of these cars is so great that 
the owner of one of them is able to drive across the greater part 
of France in two or three days. A farmer in the neighbourhood 
of Calsis who has been injured, or whose cattle have been 
injured, by a motor-car, finds that the home of the defendant is 
in the extreme south of France, and shriuks from the expense 
and delay of an action in so remote a district. It might 
naturally be supposed that there would, in all civilized countries, 
be oue general rule as to the place of trial of personal actions. 
But even m the procedure of our own country it is difficult to 
recognize any such general rule. In the case of actions 
in the High Court, the plaintiff has now an absolute right of 
fixing the place of trial, subject to the defendant’s shewing such 
® preponderance of convenience elsewhere as to oust this right. 





We are not disposed to find fault with this rule, and it would 
probably satisfy those who wish to reform the French Code ; but 
the origin of our practice in this respect is not to be found in 
reason and convenience, but in the old technical law of venue, 
which made a distinction between transitory and local actions, 
enabling a transitory action to be tried in any county, the place 
not being material. But in the case of actions in the county 
courts which were created by the Legislature, it was enacted, as 
a general rule, that the plaintiff must sue the debtor in the 
district of the latter—or, in other words, that the dwelling- 
place or place of business of the defendant determines the 
district in which the plaint is to be entered. This law, like the 
French procedure, has been freely criticized. It is said to be 
contrary to the general principle that the debtor should find the 
creditor in order to pay him. The application of the principle 
has accordingly been modified so as to promote the local 
administration of justice, and a plaintiff may now, by leave, 
commence an action in the district in which the cause of action 
or claim wholly or in part arose. In this result, the plaintiff 
who commences an action in the county court for £50 cannot be 
said to have the same right of fixing the place of trial as the 
plaintiff who commences an action in the High Court for the 
same amount, and it is difficult to explain this distinction on 
any ground of convenience. In the case of the county court, it 
must often be a great inconvenience for the plaintiff to go to a 
court at a considerable distance from his own place of business 
for the purpose of taking out process and afterwards proving 
his case. And the ordinary litigant cannot, without legal assist- 
ance, be competent to decide whether the cause of action 
“wholly or in part” arose within a particular district. It is 
difficult to avoid the conclusion that the rule as to the place of 
trial with regard to the superior or the inferior court is capable 
of some amendment. 





THE NEwsPAPERS lately have contained many accounts of 
meetings at which resolutions have been passed in favour of 
persons refusing to pay rates, because a portion of the rates ara 
intended to be used for a purpose of which these persons dis- 
approve. It is quite outside our province to enter into any 
political discussion, and we do not desire to express an opinion 
on the matter in controversy, but it may be desirable to poiat 
out to persons who are compelled by Parliament to pay rates for 
@ purpose which is distasteful to them, that the only way to get 
relief is to return members to Parliament of their own way of 
thinking who will bring about a change in the law; and that 
by refusing to pay rates they will not only bring trouble upon 
themselves but defeat their own object. In most parishes 
where there is a school board the contribution of the ratepayers 
towards the expenses of the school is raised as part of 
the poor rate. The rate book does not shew the proportion of 
the poor rate required to meet the demands of the school board, 
and the overseers have no authority to accept from a rate- 
payer any sum less than the full amount he is called 
upon to pay. A ratepayer, therefore, must either pay 
the full amount of poor rate for which he is assessed, or 
he will bein default altogether. But if he is in default in the 
payment of his rates, he will ipso facto lose his right to be on the 
register of voters entitled to vote fora member of Parliament. 
By ection 3 of the Representation of the People Act, 
1867, as extended by the Act of 1884, it is a condition for the 
household franchise that the occupier of a dwelling-house “ has 
on or before the 20th day of July in the same year paid an equal 
amount in the pound to that payable by other ordiuary occupiers 
in respect of all poor rates that have become payable by 
him in respect of the said premises up to the preceding 
5th day of January.” Payment of rates is also required in 
respect of the £10 occupation qualification. If such rates are 
not paid, it becomes the duty of the overseer to make out a list 
of persons in default. This list is open to public inspection, 
and the overseer is prohibited from entering the name of any 
person in such list upon the occupiers’ list of electors. If he 
does so enter any such name, any other electur may of course 
object to that person at the revision court, and his name must 
be removed. It would appear, therefore, that for persons who 
wish to bring about a change in the law to refuse to pay rates 
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would be a suicidal policy. It would merely bring about their 
own disappointment, and render them powerless to assist in 
returning a member to Parliament who would further their 
object. 





THE stricrnEss with which the law in general enforces the 
provision of the Wills Act, 1837, requiring all testamentary dis- 
positions to be duly made in accordance with the provisions of 
the Act, is subject to an exception in the case where a testator 
seeks by directions outside his will to fasten a trust upon 
as as which he has disposed of by his will, and an interesting 

ecision on the extent to which the trust is recognized in the 
administration of the estate was given by the Court of Appeal 
in Re Maddock (50 W. R. 598; 1902, 2 Ch. 220). That the 
court will recognize the trust as binding on the legatee, provided 
he has been informed of it by the testator and has assented to it, 
has been admitted in numerous cases, and in Jones v. Badley (L. R. 
3 Ch. 363) Lord Oarens, L.0., said: “Where a person, know- 
ing that a testator, in making a disposition in his favour, intends 
it to be applied for purposes other than for his own benefit, either 
expressly promises, or by silence implies, that he will carry the 
testator’s intention into effect, and the property is left to him on 
the faith of that promise or undertaking, it is in effect a trust, 
and in such a case the court will not allow the devisee to set up 
the Statute of Frauds, or, rather, the Statute of Wills, by which 
the Statute of Frauds is now in this respect superseded.” It 
may be doubted whether this refusal of the courts to give effect 
to the express provisions of a statute can be in — 
justified, but as a matter of practice it is well established. In 
the present case a testatrix had devised her real estate, and had 
bequeathed the residue of her personal estate, to A., who was 
one of the executors, and by a subsequent written memorandum, 
not attested as a will, she had expressed a wish that a 
specified part of the residue should go to other persons, whom 
she named. The memorandum was communicated to A. by 
the testatrix, and she admitted that it created a valid 
trust binding on her in favour of the persons named. But the 
residuary personal estate, other than that affected by the 
memorandum, was insufficient to pay the debts of the testatrix, 
and hence it became a question whether the memorandum was 
to be admitted, not simply as creating a trust on such property 
as, in the absence of the memorandum, would ultimately come 
to A., but as creating, as against A., a specific bequest of 
the property included in it. It could not, indeed, be treated as 
a specific bequest for the purpose of altering the rights of other 
persons taking under the will. But if it was a specific bequest 
as against A., then, instead of the debts being paid out of the 
entire residue before resort was had to the realty, as soon as the 
free personalty was exhausted, the devised realty and the 
personalty affected by the trust would have to contribute 
rateably. Kzxewron, 5. (50 W. R. 54; 1901, 2 Ch. 372), took 
the view that the memorendum could not be taken into account 
in determining the order of administration, but the Court of 
Appeal held that the jurisdiction of the court ought not to be 
thus limited. Inasmuch as the trust was binding on A., it 
bound her to distribute the estate in such a manner as, 80 far as 
she was concerned, to give full effect to it. Hence the part of 
the residue included in the memorandum was to be treated as 
specifically bequeathed, and, consequently, as only liable to 
contribute to debts rateably with the realty devised to A. 





Ir may be convenient if we again call attention to the changes 
in the procedure with respect to the administration in bank- 
ruptcy of small estates under section 122 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, made by the new Bankruptcy (Administration Order) Rules 
which come into force on the 24th inst. They entirely supersede 
theexisting rules—those of 1888—and will apply, so far as may 
be practicable, to all proceedings under administration orders 
pending on that day. Section 122 applies, as is well known, to 
cases where a debtor against whom judgment has beenobtainedin 
the county court alleges that his whole indebtedness does not 
exceed £50, and, as hitherto, he will apply for an order by filing a 
request and statement in writing in the prescribed form, 
including a statement whether he proposes to pay his debts in 
full or to pay a composition. Hitherto it has been provided 


by rule 6 (7) of the rules = — pe iy 4 nancy , 
roposes to pay a composition, the order mus or payment in 
fall’ if the Tana dissented from by a majority in 
number and value of unsecured creditors. This provision is 
now omitted, and, in lieu of it, creditors are entitled, at 
the hearing of the request for an order, to object to the 
composition or the instalments which the debtor proposes to pay 
(rule 7 (2)). Another change in favour of debtors is made by rule 6, 
which provides, in analogy to section 10 (2) of the Bankruptoy 
Act, 1883, that at any time between the filing and the hearing 
of the request, the judge or registrar may stay proceedings on 
any execution, judgment summons, or order of commitment 
ayainst the property or person of the debtor in respect of any of 
the scheduled debts. By sub-section 3 of section 122 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, it is provided that the county court 
in which the judgment has been obtained, and to which the 
judgment debtor makes his request for an order, may, if it 
cannot conveniently administer the estate, send a cer 
of the judgment to the county court in the district of which the 
debtor or the majority of the creditors reside, and thereupon 
jurisdiction is conferred upon the latter court. ‘he procedure in 
this respect is now prescribed by the rules, and the transfer 
may take place either before, or at the hearing of, the request. 
Thus rule 4, which directs that, where a request has been filed, 
the registrar shall appoint-a day for hearing, has a proviso 
that if, on the filing of the request, it appears that 
the debtor or the majority of the creditors reside in the 
district of another county court, the registrar may, before — 
appointing a day for the hearing, refer the matter to the judge, 
who may either direct the request to proceed, or, if he is of 
opinion that it would be inconvenient for his court to administer 
the estate, may order the request and a certificate of the jydg- 
ment to be forwarded to the other court, and the latter court can 
thereupon proceed on the request. Before making the order the 
judge may, if he thinks fit, give notice to the debtor to attend to 
shew cause. Under rule 7 (9) a similar transfer may be made 
by the judge at the hearing of the request. 





A cHANGE of some importance is made also in respect of the 
appointment of a person to have the conduct of the order, 
Under the former rules (rule 12) the court might, if it thought fit, 
or was requested by the majority of the creditors present at tae 
hearing, appoint a person to have the conduct of the order, and 
might afterwards remove him. For this permissive provision 
there is now substituted the positive enactment of rule 13 that 
the judge shall anes some person to have the conduct 
of the order, and may at any time afterwards remove 
him and appoint another person in his place. And 
upon the person so appointed various duties are im . 
If default is made in payment of any instalment, he 
must either apply for a judgment summons or, if it appears 
that the debtor is unable to pay by reason of illness or other 
unavoidable misfortune, he must apply to the judge or registrar 
under rule 17, He must also bring to the attention of the judge 
any facts becoming known to him on which the administration 
order might be set aside. Upon an application for a judgment 
summons the judge may uoder rule 14, as hi , 
satisfied that the debtor has not had the means to 

y, direct that the order shall be deemed to have 

m suspended during the period covered by the default, 
or he may—and this power is new—make a new order for pay- 
ment of the amount remaining due under the order by instal - 
ments. Rule 17 vides for the case of a debtor being 
unable to pay any instalment by reason of illness or other un- 
avoidable misfortune. Hitherto either the judge or the 
registrar has been empowered under such circumstances to 
suspend the order for a term not exceeding three months, or to 
ne a new order for payment by instalments. This limit on 
the period of sus ion is now removed: the registrar may 
suspend the operation of the order until the next sitting 
of the court, and then the judge may from time to time 
suspend it for such time as he shall direct, or may make 
new order for payment by instalments. Several new rales 
added regulating the payment of dividends, and, in 
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by rule 26 provisioa is made for posting in the court-house a 
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of unclaimed dividends, and for payment of such dividends 
after they have been handed over to the Treasury. 





A somEwuaT remarkable litigation is recorded in the report of 
the case of Spurrier v. La Cloche (1902, A. C. 446), before the 
Privy Council recently on appeal from the Royal Court of 
Jersey. The respondent, La Cxrocuz, had taken out through 
the appellant, Spurrier, who was an agent in Jersey for the 
Sun Fire Office, a policy for £1,000 on a collection of foreign 
stamps. Among the conditions indorsed on the policy was one 
for reference to arbitration of any difference arising as regards 
the liability, or extent of liability, of the company in respect 
of any claim for loss by fire, and the submission to arbitra- 
tion was to be subject to the Arbitration Act, 1889, and 
might be made a rule of the High Oourt. And the condition 
a declared that it should be a condition precedent to the 
liability of the company in respect of any claim that it should, if 
not admitted, be referred to arbitration, and the claimant was to 
have no right of action against the company except for the 
amount of the claim as admitted, or as ascertained by arbitra- 
tion. Now the effect of such a clause as this was settled by the 
House of Lords in Scott v. Avery (5 H. L. ©. 811). At 
first sight it seems contrary to principle that the plantiff 
should have no right at all to sue upon the policy until the 
amount due to him has been ascertained by arbitration; but 
the objection disappears when it is seen that there is no sum 
due and payable at all until the arbitration has taken place. 
As it was put by Mavtz, J., in that case in the Exchequer 
Chamber (8 Ex. 499), in a passage quoted by Lord Linpiey in 
the present case, ‘There is no decision which prevents two 
persons from agreeing that a sum of money shall be payable on 
@ contingency; but they cannot legally agree that when it is 
payable no action shall be maintained for it.” In the present 
case the collection of stamps had been destroyed by fire, and 
La Crocus had given notice of loss to the Sun Fire Office. Each 
party appointed an arbitrator, but the arbitrators could not agree 
upon an umpire. Instead of applying to the High Court, La 
Crocus brought an action for the £1,000 in the Royal Court of 
Jersey, and that court adopted the somewhat singular course 
of summoning the arbitrators before it. The Sun’s arbitrator 
objected to the jurisdiction, and the court thereupon removed 
him, and, since the Sun would not appoint another, gave judg- 
a after assessment of the damages, in favour of the plaintiff 
or £1,000. 





_ Waar THE result would have been had the contract contained 
in the policy of insurance been subject to Jersey law, we cannot 
say. lt was argued, upon the appeal of the Sun Fire Office 
to the Privy Council, that according to that law the condition 
in question was illegal so far as it excluded the jurisdiction of 
the court over the contract. Upon this argument it was 
unnecessary to pass an opinion, since it was held to be clear 
that the contract was subject to English law. ‘‘ Where a con- 
tract,” said Lord Herscnent in Hamlyn & Co. v. Talisker 
Distillery (1894, A. C., p. 207), “is entered into between parties 
residing in different places, where different systems of law prevail, 
it is a question, as it appears to me, in each case, with reference 
to what law the parties contracted, and according to what law it 
was their intention that their rights either under the whole or 
any part of the contract should be determined.” It is purely, 
therefore, a question of the intention of the parties, and the fact 
that the contract in dispute in that case contained a provision 
for reference to two members of the London Corn Exchange or 
their umpire was held to be strong evidence that the English 
law was meant to govern it. A like effect was naturally ascribed 
to the provision in the contract in the present case for reference to 
pre + scar dge 4 — op eg Act, and it was held 

rivy neil that the contract was to be 
ae Bnglich law. It followed that, whether an action 
was brought on it in England or in Jersey, the English law as 
settled by Scott v. Avery (oupra) applied, and hence there was 
no right of action in the Jersey court until the amount of the 
claim had been settled by arbitration. The action of the 
Jersey court in removing the arbitrator of the Sun Fire Office 


had done uothing to justify his removal ; and, secondly, because, 
if he had, the court in Jersey was not the proper tribunal to 
remove him. The judgment of the Royal Court was therefore 
reversed, and a very unfortunate litigation was disposed of 
adversely to the plaintiff. 








THE BANKRUPTCY REPORT FOR igor. 


Tue report of the Inspector-General in Bankruptcy for the year 
1901, which has just been issued, shows a slight decrease in 
the number of receiving orders as compared with the previous 
year, and a slight increase in the number of deeds of arrange- 
ment, The number of receiving orders for 1900 was 4,410, and 
for 1901 4,244, the decrease being thus 166; the deeds of 
arrangement for the same years were 3,354 and 3,369, an 
increase of 15. For practical purposes the figures may be 
regarded as stationary, and the total variations during the ten 
years included in the table are by no means large. The highest 
number of receiving orders was 4,874 in 1893, and the lowest 
4,074in 1897 ; the corresponding figures for deeds of arrange- 
ment were 3,938 in 1893 and 2,974 in 1899. Thus for each 
class of insolvency the most disastrous year was 1893. Ouriously 
enough, the total liabilities as estimated by the debtors in each 
case vary in a contrary way to the number of insolvencies. While 
1901 shews a decrease in the number of receiving orders, it shews 
an increase of £315,005 in the liabilities, the total amount being 
£6,794,320; and while the same year shews an increase in the 
deeds of arrangement, there is a decrease of £263,169 in the 
liabilities, the total amount being £4,000,441. The assets as 
estimated by the debtors in either class were £3,242,445 and 
£2,255,012; but the estimated assets are very different from 
the amount ultimately realized, and for the purpose of finding 
the estimated loss to creditors two-thirds are deducted for costs 
of, and loss on, realization in bankruptcy, and 40 per cent, in 
arrangements; so that the loss to creditors comes out at 
£5,666,872 and £2,647,434 respectively—a total of £8,314,306. 

This figure, perhaps, does not represent the total loss by 
insolvency, since it takes no account of friendly arrangements 
which never come under official cognizance. The extent to 
which these are affected ie in dispute between the Inspector- 
General and the Zimes, and Mr. Joun Smiru believes it to be 
an entire mistake to suppose that they occur to such an extent 
as to exercise any appreciable influence on bankruptcy statistics, 
He quotes the opinion of two bank managers of large experi- 
ence, one of whom states: ‘‘I have practically no experience of 
any such cases. It is really astonishing how little money we lose 
as the result of insolvencies. Frauds account for nearly all, and 
happily they do not often come.’ And the other, who is said 
to represent one of the largest banks in England, says: “ Oaly 
one case has ever come under my notice of such an arrange- 
ment.” We are not clear that in such a matter bank managers 
are particularly good witnesses. It would be much 
more to the point to make inquiry of a merchant with 
extensive connections or of a solicitor in large practice, 
and it is somewhat amusing to find a bank manager 
chuckling at the slightness of his loss from insolvencies. It 
seems to be no part of the business of a bank to incur the risk 
of loss from insolvency. With an ordinary trader the risk is 
part of his business, but a bank is in a different position. It is 
safe to say that there will always be some amount of insolvency 
which is arranged in a friendly manner, but it is not possible 
to arrive at any effective estimate of its extent. 

Among the details which are given with reference to insolvency 
in particular trades and occupations, it is noteworthy that while 
the total liabilities among solicitors shew a decrease of £178,340, 
the number of failures has increased from 32 to.,55. And some 
interesting figures are given with respect to cases in which the 
unsecured liabilities were £20,000 and upwards. The number 
of such cases for 1901 was 40, as compared with 32 in the 
previous year, and the increase occurred in the class of cases in 
which failure is attributable to financial and speculative enterprize 
apart from ordinary trading. The distinction is one which, as 
Mr. Sarru points out, is not always easy to make, but of the 
40 failares, he puts down only 7 as cases of ordinary trading, 
and 29 as cases of financial and speculative enterprize, One is 
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laneous. The 29 cases account for liabilities of a total amount 
of £1,524,400. In 1900 the same causes produced only 17 
failures, with liabilities to the extent of £881,500. Corre- 
sponding figures for cases administered under deeds of 
arrangement are not available. 

Mr. Sire, whose report is by no means confined to the 
presentation of statistics, discusses the question whether our 
bankruptcy law has really any great effect upon the amount of 
insolvency, and he refers to the opinion, said to be held by some 
county court judges, that its influence in this respect is very 
limited. He admits that this view is well founded as regards 
failures due to speculative finance, and, indeed, in face of the 
figures just quoted, it is difficult to arrive at any other con- 
clusion; but he strongly upholds the effectiveness of the 
bankruptcy law for ordinary traders. Something, it has been 
suggested on the other side, may be due to improved methods 
of bookkeeping, and the more systematic audit of accounts by 
professional accountants. 
position is a strong inducement for him to check his operations 
before they have carried him too far. But it may reasonably be 
granted that, as Mr. Surrn puts it, ‘‘the penalties of reckless 
trading and commercial misconduct are under the present law 
sufficiently serious to act as a strong deterrent.” Of course, 
however, such considerations do not touch the very large class 
of cases in which failure is due to misfortune. 

It is interesting to note the observations made by Mr. Surra 
on the employment of solicitors by official receivers. The 
number of applications by official receivers to employ solicitors 
which were sanctioned by the Bankruptcy Department during 
the year were 769, and the total estimated costs of the pro- 
ceedings for which they were employed was £11,804. Compared 
with the corresponding particulars for 1900, these figures shew 
an increase of 207 applications, and an increase of about £3,000 
in costs. Proceedings, it is said, necessary for defending estates 
from unjust attack or recovering assets unjustly withheld “ have 
been a marked feature of the business of the past year, and have 
added considerably to the work of the department, as not only 
are the circumstances fully investigated by it before sanctioning 
the employment of solicitors, but limits of cost proportioned to 
the importance of the object sought to be obtained are fixed in 
every case, and these limits cannot be exceeded without further 
sanction, which is only given on further reports by the official 
receivers at each successive stage in the proceedings.” Mr. Sura 
refers with pardonable pride to the fact that under this system 
the number of cases in which official receivers fail is extremely 
small. It follows also that the actual cost to the estates does not 
by any means reach the figure of the estimated costs sanctioned 
at the outset. ‘Although the average annual costs sanctioned 
during the past three years was £9,475, the average total costs 
actually charged in estates closed in that period was only 
£4,423.” The difference is due partly to the fact that the 
entire amount of costs sanctioned has not always been incurred, 
and partly to the fact that costs have been recovered from the 
other side. In pursuance of his policy of making the report a 
defence of his department Mr. Srra points out that the increase 
in the litigious business ought to be regarded, not as an increase 
in the cost of bankruptcy administration, but as evidence of 
increasing vigilance on the part of official receivers in protecting 
the estates under their charge, and defeating attempts on the 
part of the bankrupts and others to evade the provisions of the 
law. This vigilance is doubtless a good thing, but while we 
are upon the subject it may be useful to remiad solicitors that 
they should be very careful not to undertake any work 
on behalf of a bankrupt’s estate unless their retainer for the 
particular work has been duly sanctioned: see Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883, ss. 57, 73; and Bankruptcy Act, 1890, s. 15. 
The recent case of Re White (ante, p. 569), following Re Vavasour 
(48 W. R. 543; 1900, 2 Q. B. 309) shews that the neglect of 
this precaution, and the acceptance of a retainer in general 
terms, may involve the entire disallowance of the costs on 
taxation. 

An important section of Mr. Smrrn’s report is devoted to an 
attempt to justify the high percentage of the costs of bank- 
pis a upon the total value realized. A contemporary has 
endorsed the opinion that, except the Irish, the English 
system is “the most expensive bankruptcy system in the 
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world,” and that while the Judicial Statistics for Scotland 
shew that the average expense of bankruptcy proceedings 
is between 11 and 12 per cent. of the assets, in England 
the average expense, calculated on the same basis as in 
Scotland, is, in the case of bankruptcy, about 28, and, in 
the case of deeds of ear, He about 18 percent. With 
the details of the argument by which Mr. Surru seeks to refute 
these figures we need not trouble our readers. By i 
certain deductions from the amount of realization in Scotch 
cases so as to bring the two systems to a level, and by extending 
the average over five years, he makes the percen of costs to 
net realization 24 in Scotland and 27 in England; and these 
figures, he points out, are not conclusive of relative cost, 
for much depends on the value of the estate realized. The 
average percentage on an estate of £100 may, it seems, be 
taken at about 40 per cent., while on an estate of £100,000 it is 
less than 8 per cent.; and the average value of English estates 
is £241, while that of Scotch estates is £943. But Mr. Surrn 
really gives away his case by the remarks with which he opens the 
discussion. “I have given,” he says, “ most careful attention to 
this subject during the past nineteen years, and every effort has 
been made to effect a reduction, but I am of opinion that any 
material reduction in the general average of costs is practically 
impossible, without resulting in a money loss to creditors, as 
well as in diminished efficiency in securing those higher 
results in which the whole community is interested and which it 
is one of the main objects of the present bankruptcy law to pro- 
mote.” This certainly sounds excellent, but perhaps it shews a 
little too clearly that the costs of bankruptcy proceedings come 
out of the wrong pockets. If our bankruptcy system exercises 
such a wholesome effect on the community generally, perhaps 
the community will be glad to pay for it and not impose this 
burden upon creditors who in any case are bound to bes 
heavy losers. We quite admit that bankrupt estates can in 
the nature of things only be realized at a heavy loss, but it 
seems to be unfair to swell this loss by imposing on the estate 
fees in which the creditors of the estate have no special interest. 
The total official bankruptcy expenditure is given as £154,858, 
of which £49,308 is raised by stamps and £63,889 by fees 
received in cash. It seems to be very questionable whether, 
having regard to the object of the bankruptcy system as stated 
by its official exponent, these stamps and fees are justifiable. 








A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES. 
THE Mipwives Act, 1902 (2 Ep. 7, ©. 17). 


Ir is satisfactory that Parliament can occasionally abandon high 
politics to deal with matters really affecting the welfare of the people, 
and the Midwives Act, 1902, is a signal instance of this lapse into 
beneficent activity. The Act comes into force on the Ist of April, 
1903, but its effective operation does not commence for a further 
period of seven years from that date. Under section 1 any woman 
who, after the Ist of April, 1905, without being certified under the 
Act, uses the name of midwife, or any description implying that 
she is so certified, is to be liable on summary conviction to 
a fine of £5, but the prohibition of uncertificated midwifery 
does not arise till the 1st of April, 1910. Thus section 1 (2), 
which is the leading provision of the statute, enacts as follows: 
“From and after the Ist day of April, 1910, no woman 
habitually and for gain attend women in childbirth otherwise thau 
under the direction of a qualified medical practitioner, unless she 
be certified under this Act; any woman acting without being 
certified under this Act shall be liable on s conviction to a 
fine not exceeding £10, provided this section not apply to 
legally-qualified medical practitioners or to anyone rendering assist- 
ance in » case of emergency.” Thus the position of a certified mid- 
wife is assured as from the Ist of April, 1905, but the competition of 
uncertified midwives will not be abolished for five years later, 
Section 2 makes + for the granting of certificates to exi 
midwives, but the ordinary granting of certificates will d 

on the rules made by the Central Midwives Board, to 
be constituted under section 3. Section 4 gives an appeal 
from the board to the High Court, but no further, in the 
event of any woman thinking herself — by the removal 
of her name from the roll of midwives. ion 8 provides for the 
local supervision of midwives by county and borough councils, with 
power to delegate their powers and duties under the Act to a com- 
mittee, appointed by the council, and consisting either wholly or 
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partly of members of the council; and women are to be eligible to 
serve on any such committee. Under section 9 county councils may 
delegate their duties to district councils, who in turn may delegate 
to similar committees. Section 10 requires certified midwives to give 
notice to the local supervising authority before commencing to 
practice, and to repeat the notice every January. Provision is made 
for penalties for obtaining certificates by false representations, and 
for the prosecution of offences under the Act, and an appeal is given 
to quarter sessions. By section 16 nothing in the Act respecting 
midwives is to apply to legally-qualified medical practitioners, and 
by section 17 the Act is restricted to England and Wales. 


THE SHop Crvuss Act, .902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 21). 


The object of this Act appears from its full title, which runs as 
follows: ‘‘ An Act to prohibit compulsory membership of unregistered 
shop clubs or thrift funds, and to regulate such as are duly regis- 
tered”’ ; and its two leading principles are, that a workman shall not 
be hindered from belonging to an independent friendly society, and 
that he shall not be compelled to join his employer’s society unless it 
conforms to the requirements of the Act. The first principle 
is quite simple, and is enacted by section 1, which provides 
that it shall be an offence under the Act if an employer shall make it 
a condition of employment either that any workman shall discontinue 
his mewbersbip of any friendly society, or shall not become a member 
of any friendly society other than the shop club or thrift fund. By 
section 4, an offence under the Act involves liability on summary con- 
viction toa fine not exceeding five pounds. or, if there is a second 
conviction within a year, to a fine not exceeding £20; but an offence 
committed in respect of several persons at the same time is to be treated 
as one offence. And by section 7 a ‘‘ shop club” or “‘ thrift fund ” is 
defined to mean ‘‘every club and society for providing benefits to 
workmen in connection with a workshop, factory, dock, shop, or 
warehouse.” Thus an employer cannot, without incurring liability 
to the penalty just mentioned, require a workman to leave any 
friendly society or require him to abstain from joining one. The 
workman is left free to do as he pleases with regard to being a 
member of a friendly society—that is, a society registered under the 
Friendly Societies Act, 1896—outside his employment. : 

With regard to membership of shop clubs or thrift fands of the 
employer, the workman is not left free, and the employer can make 
it a condition of employment that he shall join the shop clab, 
provided it satisfies certain requirements. Thus section 2 enacts 
that it shall be an offence under the Act if an employer shall make 
it a condition of employment that any workman shall join a shop 
club or thrift fund, unless it is registered under the Friendly Societies 
Act, 1896, subject to the provisions of the present Act, and is certified 
under the present Act by the registrar of friendly societies. The 
effectiveness of certification by the registrar depends on the subse- 
quent provisions of the section, under which the certificate is not to 
be given unless the registrar is satisfied (a) that the shop club affords 
the workman substantial benefits at the cost of the employer in 
addition to those provided by the contributions of the workmen; and 
(5) that the shop club is of a permanent character, and that 
& workman on leaving the employment shall not be required 
to cease membership of the shop club, except in accordance with the 

isions of section 6. Under this section he is, on his dismissal 
from or leaving his employment, unless contrary to the rules of the 
club, to have the option either of remaining a member or of having 
to him the amount of his share in the club funds to be 
by actuarial calculation ; but if he remains a member he 
not to take part in the management of the club. Before certifying 
club, the registrar is also to take steps to ascertain the views 
, and he is to be satisfied that at least 75 per cent. 
the establishment of the shop club. The schedule to the Act 
the matters for which the rules of a shop club must 
provide. The only exemption from the Act is that introduced by 
section 5 in favour of railways. By this section nothing in the Act 
is to prohibit compulsory membership of sny superannuation fund, 
insurance, or other society already existing for the benefit of railway 
és, where the company contributes to the funds. The Act 

into operation on the Ist of January next. 
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REVIEWS. 
BUILDING CONTRACTS. 

ConDITIONS OF CoNTRACT RELATING TO BUILDING Works, By 
Frank W. Macey, Architect. REVISED AS TO THE STRICTLY 
LEGAL MAtTTzr, by B. J. LEVERSON, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited); B. T. Batsford, 

This work—to quote from the short prefatory note—deals with 
conditions of contracts and with agreements a: applied to all classes 
of buildiog works, and with the law generally ia its relation to 
various matters coming within the scope of an architect’s profession. 
The constructional and practical sides of these subjects have been 
deslt with in the author’s form-r work, *‘ Specifications in Detail.” 
The whole matter of building contracts is one which pre-eminently 
depends on practical considerations, and which therefore is suitable for 
treatment by an author who can bring to it knowledge in which a 
lawyer must necessarily be wanting. Mr. Macey appears to have 
obta:ned adequate revision for the legal side of his work, and on the 
practical side he has produced a volume which will bs invaluable to 
the lawyer who bas to prepsre or settle a building contract. The 
main part of the book consists of a collection, with explanatory notes, 
of the various clauses which may be required in such a contract. 
The clauses are distinguished from the notes by an iadented margin, 
but we think it would have been a considerable improvement had 
they also been priat-d in distinctive type. The notes themselves are 
full and practical, and those on ‘‘ hedges and ditches’’ and on ‘‘ sup- 
port of soil aud buildings” are accorded illustrative treatment. 
The pictares which Mr. Macey has introduced should assist the reader 
to understand the rules for deciding the ownership of boundary 
marks and the law relating to the right of support. There is also a 
nseful note on the somewhat difficult subject of party walls. 
Ic is an apparent hardship upon contractors wno tender for works in 
accordance with the specifications and quantities put before them, 
that they are not entitled to rely on the correctness of these docu- 
ments, It has been supposed to follow from Thorn v. Mayor of London 
(1 App. Cas. 120) that the employer does not guarantee the 
practicability or accuracy of the plans, specifications, or calculations, 
and that the contractor takes these at hisownrisk. Mr. Macey, 
however, states that in a recent case—Vord v. Bemrose in the 
Divisional Court, reported ia the Builder for the 4th of May, 1901— 
it was held that a contractor is entitled to payment for extra work 
occasioned by the insufficiency of the quantities. The full set of con- 
ditions, which contsins seventy-four clauses, and which, of course, 
has to be used with discrimination, is followed by shorter forms, and 
the book concludes with a list of definitions of terms used in building 
contracts. The work altogether will be found very useful in matters 
relating to building contracts. 





AGENCY. 
THE Law or AGENCY. By R. Grestey Woopyatt, Barrister-at- 
Law. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 

Mr. Woodyatt has selected for exposition a branch of the law 
which is at once difficult and important. The plan which he has 
adopted is to state the law in a series of concise rules, supporting 
each by the decisions on which it is founded. Seeing that tne law 
of agency is almost entirely judge-made, this is the most convenient 
plan of dealing with the subject, and Mr. Woodyatt, while keeping 
bis volume within moderate compass—the text extends to some 150 
pages—hss followed it out with success. We cannot commend his 
mode of introducing the cases to which he refers, the 
style being, even for a law book, singularly inelegant, To 
give the name of the case and then to add with wearisome 
iteration, ‘‘ Here it was held,’”’ &c., does not tend to impart interest 
to the subject. However, style apart, Mr. Woodyatt seems to have 
done his task well, and his book deserves a place among the some- 
what scanty list of volumes on agency. As instances of the mavner 
in which the law is continually growing, we may refer to the case of 
Keighley v. Durant, which had not got beyond the Court of Appeal 
when Mr. Woodyatt was writing, but ia which the House of Lords 
have since held (1901, A. C. 240), reversing the Court of Appeal, 
that where there is a mere intention to act for a principal, 
without previous authority, the intention not being expressed in the 
contract, there can be no ratificstion by the principal. Mr. 
Woodyatt’s citation of the case, of course, requires revision, but with 
a carefulness which seems to be characteristic of his work, he poivts 
out that the contention which failed in the Court of Appeal is 
supported by « dictum in Marsh v. Joseph (1897, 1 Ch. 213), to whicn 
no reference seems to have been made in the course of the appeal. 
Another case which has now to be noted is Vliver v. Bunk of England 
(60 W. RB, 340). This must be added at pp. 112, 113, to the citation 
of Collen v. Wright (7 E. & B. 301), and Wirbank’s Huxecutors v. 
Humphreys (35 W. BR, 92, 18 Q. B. D. 54), But we hope Mr. 
Woodyate will soon have the opportunity of making these changes iu 
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LIGHT AND AIR. 


Licut AnD Arr: A TExT-BOoOoK IN TABULATED ForM FOR ARCHI- 
TECTS, SURVEYORS, AND OTHERS, SHOWING WHAT CONSTITUTES 
ANCIENT LicHt; How THE RIGHT IS ACQUIRED, JEOPARDIZED, OR 
Lost ; INJURIES WITHOUT REMEDY; THE RELATIVE POSITION OF 
SERVIENT AND DoMINANT OWNERS; AND METHODS OF ESTIMA- 
TiInG InNJuRIES. WirH OUTLINE OF MATTERS TO REMEMBER IN 
PREPARING FOR THE TRIAL; AND ALSO FULL REPORTS AND 
DicEsts OF Ruiine Cases. By the late Professor BANISTER 
FLETCHER. FourtTH EDITION, REVISED. Bv BANISTER F, FLETCHER 
and H. Pures FLEeTouHER, Barrister-at-Law. WitTH NUMEROUS 
DIAGRAMS ON TWENTY-SEVEN PiatTEs, B. T. Batsford. 


To a large extent t) is book consists of reprints of the reports of 
leading cases on light and air, the list including Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners v. Kino (14 Ch. D. 213), Tapling v. Jones (11 H. L. C. 
290), and the recent cases of Warren v. Brown (50 W. R. 97) and 
Home and Colonial Stores v. Colls (ante, p. 151), and it contains 
practical suggestions which will be useful in deciding whether under 
given circumstances alegal remedy for an alleged interference withlight 
and air exists. In this respect attention may be called to the series of 
plates at the end of the volume shewing how the extent of the inter- 
ference can be estimated. The statements, however, at p. 21, that 
‘in the year 1874 an Act was passed called ‘The Property Limita- 
tions Act,’” and that, ‘‘as this Act limited the right of action to 
recover land to twelve years, it was thought that it might also limit 
the right of action for light,” do not tend to increase confidence in 
the legal accuracy of the book. We are not aware that it has ever 
been suggested that the Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, had 
avy thing to do with easements. And as a sample of composition we 
commend the following passage (p. 106) to the curious reader: 
‘* First of all, we have to disabuce our reader’s mind that the angle 
of forty-five degrees, although by many considered a good test, is one 
not recognized by the courts.” Apparently the editors are intending 
to enforce the now well-settled doctrine that the courts accept no 
hard and fast rule as to the angle of admission of light, but the 
language which they employ Jacks something in elegance and 
precision. The book may be usefully used as an auxiliary to the 
standard works on easements. 





SOUTH AFRICAN LAW. 


THE THEORY OF THE JUDICIAL PRACTICE OF THE COLONY OF THE 
Care oF Goop Hops AND oF SouTH AFRICA GENERALLY. WITH 
SUITABLE AND Copious Practica ForMs SUBJOINED TO AND 
ILLUSTRATING THE PRACTICE OF THE SEVERAL SUBJECTS TREATED 
Or, By C. H. Van Zyt, Attorney-at-Law, Notary Public, and 
Conveyancer ; and formerly Law Lecturer at the South African 
College, Cape Town. SEcoND EDITION (IMPROVED AND VERY 
Much ENLARGED). William Clowes & Sons; J. OC. Juta & Co., 
Cape Town. 


The Roman-Dutch Law, Mr. Van Zyl points out in his preface, as 
it was in Holland at the time of the transfer of the Cape Colony to 
England in 1806, is still in force, subject to changes made since, but 
he adds that in the general principles of the law affecting judicial 
practice comparatively few changes have been made, and the law of 
Holland continues to serve as the guide as well as in Cape Colony, 
as throughout South Africa generally. This being so, it is singular 
that there should hitherto have been, according to Mr. Van 
Zyl, no book on the subject in the English language specially adapted 
for Colonial use, and his work, which seems to be clearly and 
practically written, will. no doubt, be welcomed by practitioners in 
that part of the British Empire. It has been, we gather, graduall 
compiled from notes made by the writer for his own guidance an 
information, and this mode of production is a good guarantee that it 
will be found useful by others. A special feature of the work consists 
in the practical forms which have been plentifully introduced, and if 
the reader is in search of entertainment «f a lighter character he 
will find it in the chapter on ‘‘ Espousals,” which contains some 
interesting details as to proposals for marriage. Possibly in South 
Africa law is not quite such a serious matter as with us, and our 
works on practice are not usually embellished in this way. The 
a of the Annual and Yearly Practices may be glad to take the 
hint. 


CONVEYANCING, 
Tue SrupEnt’s CoNVEYANCING: FOR THE Use or CANDIDATES AT 
THE FINAL AND Honours EXAMINATIONS OF THE INCORPORATED 
Law Socrety. Seventn Epirron. By ALBERT Gipson and 


Waiter Gray Harr, LUL.B., Solicitors. The ‘Law Notes” 

Publishing Offices. 

The fact that another edition of this work has been called for 
within, we believe, the space of two years, shews that it has attained 
extensive popularity. 


This result is readily explained by the 





clearness of its style and the fullness of its contents, and the 
student who masters the work will have laid a founda- 
tion in the art of conveyancing, The chapter on ions of sale, 
which, the authors state, has been entirely re-written, is a 
example of the practical manner in which they set about their task of 
exposition. After a statement of the statut»ry provisions relating to the 
title which a purchaser can call for, and the expenses of proving it, the 
chapter gives in succession the common clauses occurring in condi- 
tions of sale, with a running commentary shewing their object and effect. 
The work covers, in Book L., the practice as to sales, mortgages, bills 
of sale, leases, settlements, and wills; and Book II. deals with con- 
veyancing under the Land Transfer Acts. Among quite recent cases 
which are referred to we notice Budd-Scott v. Daniell (ante, p. 617), 
on the implied covenant for quiet enjoyment on a letting where the 
word demise” is not used, The book can be safely recommended 
to students. 





ESTATE DUTY. 


Tue Acts RELATING TO THE EstaTE Duty AND OTHER DEATH 
DUTIES; AND AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE RULES REGULATING 
PROCEEDINGS IN ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND IN APPEALS 
UNDER THE ACTS, AND A List oF THE EstaTE Duty Forms, WITH 
Copres OF SOME WHICH ARE ONLY ISSUED ON SPECIAL APPLICA- 
TION. By EvELYN FREETH, Registrar of Estate Duties for Ireland. 
TurrpD Epition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The practical difficulties which arise in applying the provisions 
of the Finance Act, 1894, are well known, and in 

with questions of estate duty it is essential to have at hand competent 

guidance. Such guidance will be found in Mr. Freeth’s work on the 

Act, which has now reached a third edition. That the Act did not 

spread the net so wide as rome of those responsible for its adminis- 

tration would have wished was shewn by the decisions in Attorney- 

General v. Beech (1899, A. C. 53) and Attorney-General v, De Preville 

(1900, 1 Q. B. 223), and the question of avoidance of duty by the 

surrender of a life estate to the i was adjusted by the 

Finance Act, 1900. These and other cases and amendments of tite 

law Mr. Freeth has duly noted. An iotroduction to the work use- 

fully summarizes the law as to death duties prior to the Finance 

Act, 1894, and also explains the system of levying estate duty which 

the Act has introduced. The text of the Act itself, each section 

being fully annotated, forms the body of the book. It would have 
increased its utility if the table of cases, which is quite short, had 
contained full references to the various series of reports. 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAW LIST. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I believe the above to be published under the auspices of the 
Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom, of which I have 
been a member for some yeare, 

I was appointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknow- 
ledgments of married women, &c., on the lst of May, 1901, which 
commission was duly registered with the Law Society on the 6th of 
May, 1901. I am therefore much surprised to find that in the 
‘* official’ Law List for this year it has not been duly recorded after 
my name, nor even the commission of oaths to which I was previously 
appointed. 

Who is to blame ? 

The Grey Friars, Gloucester, Oct. 13. 


NEVILLE E, RICKETTs, 


Judge Lumley Smith, K.C., on Wednesday, says the 7imes, delivered 
in the City of London Oourt a considered judgment of i ce to 
litigants on a point which, it is believed, had never been before. 
The National Furniture Co., 225, Westminster-bridge-road 
covered judgment against Mr. Joseph S. Partington, for £ 
hire of turniture. With costs, the judgment amounted to 
When the plaintiffs took steps by which they a to 
defendant a bankrupt he paid into court £14, so brought 
total indebtedness under £50, which prevented the plaintiffs from going 
on with the bankruptcy notice. They now asked that the defendant 
should be compelled to receive back the £14 or that the Pee 
should be described as being for over £50, which the officials the 
court would not do. Judge Lumley Smith said he had never known such 
an application to be made before. No doubt the defendant wanted to 
prevent bankruptcy proceedings from being taken. The ordinary practice 
was for the court to take any money that was brought in, and in . 
pine cases out of a hun suitors were a to get it. No dou 
that was not eo in the High Court; but in 
nothing to prevent a defendant from paying on account. The defendant 
in geet pont wy eee toe a paying the 
£14 and 80 a ng bankrup proceedings. application was 
consequently refused with costs. 


Lice 
Free? 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 


THE PROCESSION DAY. 

; NorTIce. 

The Courts and Offices will be closed at the Royal Courts of Justice 
on Satarday, the 25th of October, on the occasion of the Royal 
Procession. 

The Lord Chancellor’s Office. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 


Ex parte KATE JANE HINGE. A MARRIED WOMAN, AND R&- THE 
FINES AND RECOVERIES ACT, 1833. 15th Oct. 


Mararep Woman Trvster—Convevance—Rervsat BY Hvsnanp to Concur 
—Drpewstnsc wire Oonccvrrence—Fines anp Recoverres Act, 1833 
(3 &4 Wut. 4, c. 74), s. 91. 


This was an application for an order di ing with the concurrence 
William Hinge, the husband of Kate Jane Hinge, in a conveyance by 
and her co-executor and co-trustee under the will of her late father 
certain freehold ises known as the Prince of Wales beerhouse, with 
, &C., . Under the will the trustees were directed to sell 
the residue of the testator’s estate among all his children. 
affidavit of the solicitor in this application it appeared that a 
the sale of the said premisés had been entered into by Mrs. 
her co-trustee on the 2nd of September, 1902, and that the 
solicitors delivered a requisition requiring, in accordance with 
decision in Re Harkness and Allsopp'’s Contract (44 W. R. 683; 1896, 
Ch. , that Mr. Hinge should join in the conveyance, and that 
should be acknowledged by Mre. Hinge. The draft conveyance was 
submitted to the solicitors acting for Mr. Hinge and approved 
them on his behalf. Thereafter the conveyance was engrossed and 
executed by all the parties except Mr. Hinge, who refused to execute the 
owing to some friction between him and his wife. As the 
completion was —— required, this application was made under section 
91 of the Fines Recoveries Act, 1833, for an order dispensing with the 
concurrence of Mr. Hinge in the conveyance in consequence of his wilful 
refusal to join in the conveyance. 
Jur, J., made the order asked for.—Covnset, Nield. Sowicrrors, 
A. M. M. Forbes. 


[Reported by J. 8. Hzxpznsox, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 

The first meeting of the session will take place at the Inner Temple 
Lecture Hall 3, King’s Bench- walk, on Monday, the 27th inst., at 7.30 p m. 
The society is to barristers, solicitors, bar students, and articled 

quilcnen desirous of becoming members are requested to 
communicate with the secretary, Mr. F. W. Brown, 7, Devonshire- 
square, E.C. : 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srcpewts’ Dzzatixc Sociery.—October 7.—Chairman, Mr. Henry 
G. Barratt.—The subject for debate was : ‘' That the case of Bynoe v. The 
Bank of England (1902, 1K. B. 467) was wrongly decided. Mr. W. M. 
Pleadwell opened in the affirmative; Mr. R. Jillings seconded in the 
affirmative. Mr. D. 8. Cornock opened in the negative: Mr. J. F. Eales 
secouded in the negative. Mr. Neville Tebbutt also spoke in the affirm- 
ative. The motion was lost by two votes. 


October 14.—Chairman, Mr. Robert A. Gordon.—The subject for 
was: “‘ That ‘Temporal Power’ does not deserve the popularity 
i¢ bas attained.” Mr. W. Wilde opened in the affirmative. 
. A. O, Harnett in the negative. The following members also 
: Mesers. BR. P. Johnson, W. M. Pleadwell, and E. Nash. The 
opener having replied, the motion was carried by four votes. 


Ba 





The -General is, says the Times, next in rotation for election as | 
treasurer of Middle Temple for the ensuing year; Mr. Buszard, K C., | 
Recorder of Leicester, has been nominated in a similar capacity at the 


| 7 aa yan Mr Horton Smith, K.C., is on the rota for a ntment at 
Lincoln’s-inn; and Mr. Dicey, C B., it is expected, will be selected for the 
office at Gray’s-inn. 

Mr. Justice Grantham has fixed the following commission days for the 
autumn assizee on the South-Eastern Circuit—viz.: Cambridge, Saturday, 
October 25; Worwich, Wednesday, October 29; Ipswich, Tuesday, 
Movember 4; Chelmsford, Tuesday, November 11; rd, Toesdsy, 
November 14: Lewes, F , Movember 21; Maidstone, Friday, 
Movember 2%; Guildford, y, December 4. Prisoners only will be 
tried at all these places. 





THE BANKRUPTCY REPORT. 


Tuer following are extracts from the report of the Inspector-General in 
Bankruptcy on the general working of the Bankruptcy Acts, 1883 and 1890, 
for the year ending tne 3lst of December, 1901, which has just been 
issued :— 

SrectaL Features oF THE WoRKING oF THE AcrT. 


Objections to Appointment of Trustees.—In 20 cases objections to the 
appcintment of trustees elected by creditors had to beconsidered. Of this 
number 14 appointments were certified. Three trustees withdrew upon 
being informed of the objection, and 3 appointments were objected to 
under the provisions of the Act. The ground of objection to the person 
elected in each of these three cases was that his connection with or relation 
to the bankrupt, or his estate, or a particular creditor, would make it diffi- 
cult for him to act with impartiality in the interests of the creditors gener- 
ally (sub-section 2 of section 21 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883). None of 
these objections were appealed against. 

Removal of Trustees by the Board of Trade.—Trustees were removed from 
office during the year in 7 cases on the following grounds—viz., Failure to 
render accounts and to renew security, 2 cases; failure to render accounts 
and to perform his duties, 1 case ; failure to render accounts, 1 case; fail 
to renew security, 3 cases. The following table shews the number of 
removals in each of the last five years. It is gratifying to find that the 
number of this class of cases has so largely diminished during the past 
year. 


No. of separ 











— No. of cases. ee 
1897 ... no “ee 23 23 
1898 ... Ps ose 20 | 13 
1899 ... ‘ee os 23 19 
1900 ... re soe 20 17 
1901 ... ae Sie 7 8 
|_ P= . 
93 | 80 








The amourt which had to be recovered during the year from guarantee 
societies was only £22 5s. 4d. in three cases of defaulting trustees. 

Employment of Solicitors by Oficial Recewers.—Seven hundred and sixty- 
nine applications by offic’ai receivers for authority to employ solicitors who 
were sanctioned by the department during the year, the total estimated cost 
of the proceedings for which they were employed being £11,804. Com- 
pared with the corresponding particulars for 1900 these figures shew an 
increase of 207 applications, and an increase of about £3,027 in amount of 
costs. These employments do not, as some critics have supposed, indicate 
any disposition on the part of official trustees to devolve tocir own duties 
upon professional agents, for they relate chiefly to litigation or otner 
p ings beyond the scope of the official receiver's personal functions, 
but necessary either for —— the estate from unjust attack or 
recovering astets unjustly withheld. Such proceedings have been a 
marked feature of the Sesioens of the past year, and have added 
considerably to the work of the department, as not only are the 
circumstances fully investigated by it before ranctioning the employ- 
ment of solicitors, but limits of cost proportioned to the importance of the 
object cought to be obtained are fixed in every case, and these limits 
cannot be exceeded without further sanction, which is only given on 
further reports by the official receivers at each successive stage of the 
proceedings. Although this procedure involves a Jarge amount of labour, 
| it is, I believe, absolutely essential in order to obtain satisfactory results : 
and by securing a full review of the facts at each step by two separate 
authorities, and an early withdrawal wherever success appears to be really 
doubtful, unnecessary expenditure is avoided. Under such circumstances 
the number of cases in which the proceedings taken by official receivers 
fail, is, as might be expected, extremely small. That the increased 
activity under this head does not imply a corresponding increase in the 
actual cost to creditors in the administration of estates is shewn by the 
fact that although the average annual costs sanctioned during the past 
three years was £9,475, the average total costs actually charged in estates 
closed during the same period was only £4,423. Thedifference is accounted 
for partly by the fact that it has not been found necessary to incur 
the whole amount of costs for which eanction has been given, and partly 
because such costs have been recovered from opposing litigante. The 
increase ought, therefore, to be regarded not as ap increase in the cost of 
bankruptcy administration, but as evidence of increasing vigilance on the 
part of official receivers in protecting the estates under their charge, and 
defeating attempts on the part of bankrupis and others to evade the 
provisions of the law. Further evidence of a similar kind is aff.rded by 
the large increase of work during the past year recorded in the 
accompanying report by the Solicitor of the Board of Trade, whose 
proceedings relate more particularly to questions arising in regard to the 
status and conduct of bankrupt debtors and general questions of 
| bankruptcy law. 
|  Prosecutions.—In addition to the 40 prosecutions under the Bankruptcy 
and Debtors Acts, statistics of which are given at p. 41, prosecutions were 
| instituted in four cases by the Director of Public Prosecutions for offences 
| under the Larceny Act upon information obteined by the official receivers. 
| The bankrupts were ively two solicitors, an auctioneer, and the 





two partners in a firm of stockbrokers. In all four cases the bankrupts 
had misappropriated moneys or securities entrusted to them. Upon 
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viction a sentence of seven years’ penal servitude was passed in one of | The English computation is based on the that, inasmuch as 
the cases, and of three years’ andl servitude in the remaining three. One | the whole of the costs and expenses incurred by the trustee falls upon the 
ered | fund available for the unsecured creditors, and therefore necesearily affects 


of these prosecutions gave rise to an interesting point which was consid 

by the Court for Crown Cases Reserved —viz., whether, having regard to 
the provisions of sub-section 2 of section 27 of the Bankruptcy Act. 1890, 
the statement of affairs sworn to by the bankrupt is admissible as 
evidence. The sub-section is as follows: ‘‘A statement or admission 
made by any person in any compulsory examination or deposition before 
the court on the hearmg of any matter in bankruptcy shall not be 
admissible as evidence against that person in any proceeding in respect of 
any of the misdemeanours referred to in the said section 85” (i ¢., section 
85 of the Larceny Act). In the result the court held that the statement 
of affairs was admissible as evidence. In another case in which the 
bankrupt had been prosecuted under section 11, sub-sections (1), (2), 
(4), and (6), of the Debtors Act for not disclosing Powe &c., the 
judge had rejected evidence tendered on behalf of the bankrupt with 
a view of shewing that he had no intention to defraud, but the Court for 
Crown Cases Reserved was of opinion that the bankrupt was clearly 
entitled to give such evidence, and the conviction was quashed accordingly. 
One other case which came under the consideration of the department 
calls for comment. In the matter referred to the bankrupt bad practised as 
an accountant, and some years prior to his bankruptcy had been appointed 
trustee under a deed of arrangement which provided for the payment of a 
composition of 10s. in the £. The bankrupt had received or realized various 
moneys amounting to £709, and had declared dividends amounting to 
6s. 8d. in the £, which would absorb £534, but of this sum £122 remained 
in the baukrupt’s hands unclaimed, and as he had kept no separate banking 
account, but had mixed the trust funds with his own, at the date of the 
bankruptcy nothing remained of the unclaimed dividends. Owing to 
certain technical difficulties a prosecution could not be instituted, but the 
case is important as illustrating the desirability of applying the provisions 
of section 162 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, requiring the payment of 
unclaimed dividends into the Bankruptcy Estates Account, to proceedings 
under the Deeds of Arrangement Act. 

Costs of Administration —The question of the cost of English Bankruptcy 
Administration, which has so often given rise to controversy, has been 
bE pee raised in some quarters during the past year, and the matter is one 
of great importance, not only as regards the interests of creditors, but as 
affecting the permanence of any particular system of bankruptcy. The 
costs under any system are undoubtedly heavy, or at least appear to be so, 
more especially in the case of small estates, and when the figures are 
reduced to percentages of the amounts realized’ and distributed among 
creditors. But it must be remembered that in a large proportion of cases, 
it is only the residuum of a debtor’s assets which he has himself been 
unable to realize or mortgage, that comes into bankruptcy ; and the work 
of realization too often becomes, as an inevitable consequence, a mere 
process of salvage through the medium of the law courts. I have 
given most careful attention to this subject during the past 
nineteen years, and every effort has been made to effect a reduction, but 
I am of opinion that any material reduction in the general average of 
costs is practically impossible, without resulting in a money loss to 
creditors as well as in diminished efficiency in securing those higher 
results in which the whole community is interested, and which it is one 
of the main objects of the present bankruptcy law to promote. It can 
at least be claimed on behalf of the present English system, that, not- 
withstanding its more elaborate provisions for the protection of public 
interests, the costs of administration had been considerably reduced in 
comparison with those of any previous system. But it has been urged, 
and, if true, the contention is a serious one, that notwithstanding this 
reduction, it is still more costly than other systems of bankruptcy 
prevailing elsewhere. Thus one of the leading law journals writing upon 
this subject quotes and apparently adopts the conclusion of the Journal 
of the Society of Comparative Legislation to the effect that, except the 
Trish, the English system is ‘‘the most expensive bankruptcy system in 
the world.’’* A criticism so emphatic and so unfavourable appears to call 
for an investigation of the facts. The Law Times goes on to illustrate this 
conclusion by the following statement: ‘‘The Judicial Statistics for 
Scotland shew that the average expeuse of bankruptcy proceedings is 
between 11 and 12 per cent. of the gross amount realized. In Englaud 
the average expense calculated on the same basis as in Scotland, is, in the 
casa of bankruptcy, about 28 per cent., and in the case of deeds of 
arrangement about 18 per cent.’’ I do not know on what basis the 
Society of Comparative Legislation forms its conclusions eo far as 
regards the British Oolonies or foreign countries, as Iam not acquainted 
with any official or other statistics on the subject. As regards [reland, 
the information contained in the Judicial Statistics for that country is 
altogether too meagre to enable any comparison to be formed, and it 
is only, therefore, as regards the bankruptcy system of Scotland that 
any real comparison with the English sys'em can, so far as I am aware, 
be properly made. And so far as that comparison is concerned, I am 
of opinion that the figures given in the above extract do not accurately 
represent the real facts of the question, and that the conclusion drawn 
from them that the English rystem is more costly is quite unfounded. 
The first answer to the criticism is that the comparison is not made on a 
common basis, even eo far as the information contained in the Judicial 
Statistics itself is concerned; for the percentage of costs in the Scotch 
Returns is calculated on the gross receipts, whereas in the English Returns 
from which the Judicial Statistics are taken, the percentage has always 
been calculated on the gross receipts after deduction— 

8 | of payments made by the trustee in carrying on the debtor's 
usiness. 
Second, of payments to secured creditors. 


law Times, 1901, p, 181 





the amount of dividend, the real test is the relation borne by the actual 
cost of administration to that fund, and not to gross receipts. It must be 
obvious that if the apparent gross assets or a bankrupt's estate are swollen 


by receipts arising from heavy expenditure in on business, and b 

We ptadanentians which the mortgagees could for themselves ; and 

if the percentage of costs is then calculated on the gross ae 
avi 


appear very much smaller than if calculated on the net 

for the unsecured creditore. In any case, and whatever may be the 

relative merits of the two systems, it is clear that no proper comparison 

-_ be effected oe them oe on & —— Further, 
e@ percentages vary m year year, an percentages 

nae te a much greater extent that the English; and, as it cannot 

be supposed that the systems of administration vary from year to year, 
it is clear that the results are affected by other circumstances than 
the costliness of the particular system. Thus, to the Judicial 

Statistics for Scotland, the percentage of costs during the years ending 

1899, which is the last year in respect of which returns have been 

published, are as follows—viz: in 1895, 153 per cent.; in 1896, 9} per 

per cent. ; in 1897, 9§ per cent. ; in 1898, 114 per cent. (the year quoted 
by the Law Times); in 1899, 14} per cent. It is clear therefore that 

for a proper comparison a wider basis must be sought than the figures of a 

single year. 

The following table, which is baeed upon the Judicial Statistics of the 
last five years to which the Scotch Returns extend, may elucidate the 
matter. 

Table chewing the Number of Estates administered by Trustees under the 
Bankruptcy Acts of England and Scotland respec'ively, and wound up 
during the five years ending 1899, and Percentage of the total Costs to 
the total Net Realizations : 














Panas * ——— 
| Net Realization.” — Costs. 
Number | Percentage 
wie seabed | Average = Net 
wound up,, Total per Total, | per | Realiaztion. 
Case. | Case. 
eee. Sarpy 
Scotland (Seques- | £ | £ | £ | & 
tration+) --+ | 1,070 | 1,009.425) 943 243,467 227 |24 percent. 
Engiand (Receiv- | 
ing orders) ... | 22,806 | 5,509,489! 241 1,499,085, 66 [27 percent. 





From this table it appears that the percentage of total costs to total 
net realizations during the five years is, on the basis of the figures sup- 
plied by the Judicial Statistics, 24 per cent in Scotland as against 27 per 
cent. in England, iustead of 11 p«r cent. ia Scotland and 28 per cent. in 
England, as appearing by the figures quoted in the Zaw Times, ant 
apparently forming the basis of the opinion expressed by the Society of 
Comparative Legislation. But to conclude from these i 

English system is the more costly, even to the extent of 3 per ce 
be entirely erroneous. For there are other factors to be taken int» account 
before an accurate comparison be made. In the first place, it is to be 
observed that the statistics given, while they practically include the whole 
of the failures under the English Act (with the exception of compositi 
arrangements), only include a portion of the bankraptcy proceedines in 
Scotland. 284 Scotch sequestrations, or about 21 per cent. of the whole 
(described as ‘‘ otherwise wound up”) are omitted from the returns on 
which the foregoing tage is based. But thisis notall. According 
to the Judicial Statistics for Scotland during the years 1897 t» 1899 (the 
first years apparently during which the particulars were given) 384 cases of 
cessio bonorum, which ie a form of bankruptcy somewhat though not entirely 
corresponding to ‘‘small bankruptcies’? under the English Act, were 
wound up. These are also excluded from the figures on which the Scotch 
average of 24 per cent is calculated. Takiog the “ cessios’’ for the five 
years ending 1899, at the same rate, it would appear that about one-half 
the Scotch failures (in number) are excluded from the computation, while 
the English statistics, as has been stated, include the whole. 
The significance of this fact will become apparent when it is adied that 
the percentage of cost of administration in the excluded cises appears 
to be far in excess of that of the 1,070 cases of which particulars 
are given. Thus it appears from auother portion of the Judicial Statistics, 
that in two-thirds of the “ cessios’’ wound up in 1897-99 the ——- 
of cost was 40 per cent. The cost of the remaining ces-ios aud of 
excluded s-questratione is not stated, but they appear to inclade a large 
number of cases iu which the whole of the assets were absorbed in costs. 
If the costs in all of these cases were added to the return, as in the English 
statistics, the total Scotch percentage would probably be considerably ie- 
creased. But a further and still graver fallacy underlies the criticism of the 
Society of Comparative Legislation ia the assumption that the percentage 
of total costs to the total assets, without any regard to the number of estates 
concerned and the average values of such estates, can be as a reliable 
test of the relative costliness of the systems of administration. Such an 
assumption is entirely erroneous, because, as I have had 
cocasion to point out in my reports during the last nineteen years, the 
percentage of costs n varies in an inverse ion to the 
amount realized, A glance at Tables VI. and VIL, rv to bank- 


5 





* he, total receipte after deducting prymeate made to carry on business and payments 
to secured creditors, 
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— and at Table lV. relating to Deeds of Arrangement, attached to 
report (pp. 36-38 and 58), will shew how great this variation is, Thus 
the ave percentage on an estate of £100 may be taken at about 40 per 
cent,, while on an estate of £100,000 it is less than 8 percent. It is only 
necessary, therefore, to point out that the average value of the English 
estates included in the comparison, as shewn by the preceding table, is 
£241, whereas the average value of the Scotch estates is £943, in order to 
shew that, quite apart from the other facts I have mentioned, the English 
system, even on the imperfect data available, has nothing to fear in a 
comparison with that of the sister country. It is only when comparisons 
are made on the basis of an identical classification that the truth can be 
arrived at, and for this purpose I have in the following statement brought 
into juxtaposition on cuch a basis the statistics of the three different 


lh systems, Viz. : 
1. Official administration under the Bankruptcy Act ; 
2. Non-official administration under the Bankruptcy Act ; 
3. Non-official administration under voluntary deeds of arrangement ; 


Comparative Statement of percentages of Costs in classes of similar value, 
of estates reslizing £50 and upwards under the various specified systems 
of administration, based on the statistics of estates closed during the 
year 1901. 





Percentage of Costs to Gross Assets. 





Where Assets realized. Bankruptcy Act, 1883 


[Official Receivers, NMS cs 





£50 and under : 42 39 &5'78 | 42 67 
£100 5 33°28 71 64 35 07 
28 30 54 02 3109 
25°43 50-87 30 39 
24°18 43 08 27°06 
25 02 53 12 28°20 
22°82 42 66 24°98 
22 8&9 34 04 25 01 
21 08 32 SL 21°66 
22°90 31°60 22-43 
19°33 30°29 19°60 
19°64 30°49 21°55 
15°44 26 71 18 87 
15°63 25°36 19°47 
18°93 28 33 20 10 
14°60 26°48 16 68 
12°88 27°11 13 67 


£300 =, 4 6 | 12°22 23°13 1651 





It is to be regretted that the Scotch and Irish statistics do not furnish 
material for completing this table by inserting similar information : and I 
need hardly point out how useful and instructive it would be if the Society 
of Comparative Legislation could effect some arrangement for 
obtaining such information on a uniform basis, not only as 
regards these countries, but as regards the various British Oolonies, 
and some of the more important foreign bankruptcy systems, such 
as that recently introduced into the United States. The efficiency of 
the various and widely differing systems in promoting the interests of the 

community, and in elevating the tone of commercial morality, 
must mainly judged on other grounds; but complete and accurate 
information as to their respective costliness must always be an importaut 
element in considering how far the legislative amendment of ascertained 
defects in any system can be effected with a due regard to the pecuniary 
interests of those more immediately concerned. 

Withdrawal and Dismissal of Creditors’ Petitions.—The discrepancy 
between the number of creditors’ petitions filed and the number of 
receiving orders made thereon continues, as in past years, to be note- 
worthy. It is particularly large in the High Court, the proportion of the 
receiving orders to creditors’ petitions being only about 40 per cent. 
Apast from the mere statistical aspect, the matter ie brought practically to 
the notice of official receivers in consequence of the provision that upon 
the tation of a petition a deposit of £5 shall be made with the 

receiver, which is returnable in the event of the petition being 
withdrawn or dismissed. This involves some trouble and respon+ibility, as 
before returning the depotit the official receiver must satisfy bimeelt that 
the petition has been properly di-pored of. The great majority of the 
Giemiseals appear to be “by consent” and not on the merits, and 
it is to be inferred in such cases that the debtor has found 
means of paying or compounding with the petitioning creditor. This 
— is often continued in regard to several euccseive peti'ions, 
the detriment of less pressing creditors, until the debtor's means 
of steving off petitions are exhausted and a receiving order is 
ultimately made. Thus a debtor, whom a receiving order 
was made lact year, - petitions filed againet him 
a half, nine of which been got rid of by payments 

. His statement of sffairs shewed unsecured |i-bilities 

amounting 10 £3,262, and aexte valued by him at £125. In 1899 and 
1896 receiving orders were made against two debtore, of whom the former 
had paid £450 to secure the dismissal of 14 petitions with two years 
and s half, and the latter £500 to secure dismissals or adjournments of 
21 petitions extending over ae < years. But there are 
even more striking cases of de who, notwithstanding the continual 





filing of petitions against them, have so far managed to avoid bank- 
ruptcy. Thus since 1884 one debtor has had 200 and another over 300 
petitions against him, none of which have resulted in a receiving order. 
It is doubtful whether it was ever intended that a bankruptcy 
petition should be used as a means of bringing pressure to bear upon a 
debtor for the individual benefit of the petitioning creditor. The 
Legislature has in fact, clearly thought it necessary to take precautions 
against abuse of the process of the court by providing that ‘‘a creditor’s 
petition shall not, after presentment, be withdrawn without the leave of the 
Court’ (Bankruptcy Act, 1883, section 7 (7)). The Court of Appeal has, 
however, decided that while it will not countenance the use of bankruptcy 
procedure as a means of extortion or undue pressure ‘‘ it would be wrong 
to hold that an honest debtor should not be allowed to rehabilitate himself 
in trade by coming to an arrangement with his creditor, assuming that 
there is no extortion on the part of the creditor’’: Re Bebro (1900, 2 Q. B. 
316 C.A.). The Master of the Rolls remarked in the same case as follows : 
‘The Court of Bankruptcy may perhaps have drifted into a loose system 
of practice. In my opinion the practice that should be followed is 
indicated by section 7 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883—that is, that no 
petition should be withdrawn without the leave of the court, or of the 
officers of the court, such leave to be given only after an exercise of judg- 
ment as to whether the case is a proper one for withdrawal.’’ It is to be 
observed that many months often elapse after the filing of a petition before 
it is finally disposed of either by dismissal or by the making of a receiving 
order. Thus a petition, the 44th in number against the debtor within nine 
years, was filed on the 11th of August, 1899, and set down for hearing on ths 
6th of September. On that date it was adjourned to the 20th of September ; 
again adjourned to the 11th of October, the debtor applying for an 
adjournment to enable him to rettle with his creditors; again adjourned 
to the 8th of November, debtor’s counsel applying for further adjournment 
on the ground of the debtor’s illness and inability to complete business 
arrangements; again adjourned to the 20th of December, when the 
receiving order was made. After the filing of the petition on which this 
receiving order was made, nine other petitions were filed, on one of which 
a second receiving order was made on the 4th of Debember last. It is 
obviously desirabie that every facility should be given to a debtor to meet 
his liabilities where heis not hopelessly embarrassed, and where there are 
reasonable grounds for believing that successive adjournments and with- 
drawals by arrangements are not simply !eading to absorption of his assets 
in law costs or payments made to individual creditors at the expense of 
others. But it is to be feared that in a large number of cases the latter 
is the real result of the proceedings. And if the principle laid down above 
by the Master of the Rolls could be more thoroughly enforced, it is 
probable that there would be fewer bankrupt estates, with large liabilities, 
where the assets had entirely dicappeared. 





THE MILWARD CASE. 


Mr. Rozert Harvinc Mitwarp, of Birmingham, surrendered to his bail, 
says the Daily Mail, at the Birmingham police-court on the 9th inst. The 
first charge investigated by Mr. Colmore, the stipendiary magistrate, was 
that Mr. Milward, having been entrusted as attorney with the sum of 
£2,800 belonging to the trustees of the late Sir John Jaffray, with a direc- 
tion in writing as to the disposal of the money, unlawfully converted the 
same to his own use and benefit. ‘The somewhat complicated story which 
Mr. Parfitt laid before the magistrate was this: Mr. Milward had acted 
for many years as the solicitor and adviser of the late Sir John Jaffray. 
After his death the executors—Sir William Jaffray, Sir J. C. Holder, and Mr. 
Walter Wiggin —decided to administer the estate by holdivg periodical meet- 
ings, and on the 23rd of April, 1901, passed a resolution that Meesrs. Milward 
should pay all money they might receive on bshalf of the estate direct to the 
estate’s account at Lloyds Bank, Temple-row West. Two months later 
Mr. Milward suggested the sale of 4,000 shares in the Wohlfahrt Lead 
Mines at 14s. a share. This was agreed to. and on the 22nd of Junea 
eale was effected to the Continental Diamond Rock Boring Oo. On that 
date a cheque for £2,800 was given to Mr. Milward by the company in 
payment for the shares, for which he gave a receipt. But the cheque was 
paid, not into the Jaffray account at Lloyds Bank, but into Mr. Milward’s 
own private account at the Birmingham branch of the Bank of England. 
That account, suggested the prosecution, was not then in a satisfactory 
condition. Assoon as the cheque for £2,800 was cleared, Mr. Milward 
drew a cheque upon his account for £2,000, receiving in exchange four £500 
Bank of England notes. These notes were taken to Lloyds Bank in Colmore- 
row and paid to tre credit of Messra. Milward’s account. On the same 
day a cheque was drawn by the firm for £1,275, in favour of King 
Edward’s Grammar School, the governors of which were pressing Mr. 
Milward for the deposit money on a sale of land. From that time forward 
the Jaffray trvstees had never heard of the cheque for £2,800, and had 
never received a penny of the money. Mr. O. D. Steward, of South 
Hampstead, secre of the Wohlfahrt Lead Mines and the Continental 
Diamond Rock Boring Co., said the defendant was chairman of both 
companies. Bank evidence as to the manipulation of the £2800 cheque 
was given. Mr. Milward had to his credit at the Bank of England just 
previous to this a sum of £274. At Llovds Bank, to which £2,000 in four 





| notes was paid, there was a debit of £443. In the pass-book of ‘* Milward 


& Oo., old account” at Lloyds Bank it appeared that at thie time 
the amount owing to the bank was over £18,121. This was 
treated as a dormant balance, and interest on it had been charged. 
Mr. Vachell (for the defeadant) secured the admission from the cashier at 
Lloyds Bank that this was notan unsecured debt. Mr. Luke Sharp, 
official receiver, stated that the defendant was adjudicated bankrupt on the 
9th of July, 1902, and his total Mabilities were set down at £39,517 0s. 3d. ; 
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creditors fully secured £8,000, their securities being estimated at £12,000. 
Creditors partly secured were set down at £21,797 163. 6d., and the value of 
the securities at £16,140 17s. 94. The unsecured creditors amounted to 
£6,228 13s. 10d. Tue assets consisted of furniture £2,500, and the 
surplus from the fully-secured creditors of £4,000. With reference to the 
joint estate the total liabilities sworn to were £108,170 15s. 11d. ; 
creditors fully secured £5,927 12s. 5d., estimated value of the securities 
£9,427 12s. 5d, shewing a surplus of £3,500; creditors partly 
secured £28,302 3s. 3d, estimated value of securities £16,200; 
total liabilities unsecured £91,653 3s. 5d. The assets were put 
at £64,980 3s., which included an item of £44,750 which appeared as 
** contingent interest in various undertakings.’’ ‘‘ Those figures shew,” 
asked Mr. Vachell, **that the separate estate of the defendant was 
solvent?’’ ‘* Yes. It shews a surplus of £123 83. 6d. Then there would be 
his liability in respect of the trusteeship of several estates which appear 
as liabili'ies against the joint estate.’’ Superintendent Daniel having given 
evideric3 of Mr Milwarda’s arrest at Ashton-under-Hill, he was formally 
committed for trial on this charge. ‘I am not guilty, and I leave the 
matter in the hands of my counsel,” he said, The charge of misappropri- 
ating the sum of £72410s. was part heard and adjourned fora week. Mr. 
Milward was released on heavy bail —himselfin £2,000 and five sureties in 
£500 each in respect of the committal, and the same in respect of the 
adjourned charge. 


LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


The death is announced of Mr. Cuartes Wi1tt1AM Barpswet1, Recorder 
of Kingston-on-Thames, on Monday last, at his residence, The Beacon, 
Surbiton-bill. He was the eldest son of Mr. Oharles Bardswell, formerly 
the head of the firm of Bardewell, Littledale, & Bardswell, solicitors, of 
Liverpool. He was educated at Kepton School and Trinity College, 
Oxford. He was a pupil of Lord Osirns (then Mr. Oairns). In 1857 he 
was called to the bar, and for many years practised in the Lancaster 
Palatine Court. He had subsequently a good practice at the Chancery 
bar, but, we believe, had recently retirea. In 1890 he was appointed 
Recorder of Kingston in the place of the late Sir William Hardman. 


By the death of Mr. Atrrep E. Corr, of 36, Essex-street, London, and 
Wimbledon, on the 7th inst., at the age of fifty-five, Wimbledon loses its 
oldest established practising solicitor. Mr. Copp was admitted in the year 
1867, and in the year 1879 received the appointment of a°commissioner for 
oaths. He was the solicitor to the Wimbledon Permanent Building 
Society since its inauguration twenty-seven years ago. In the course of 
his profes-ional career, extending over thirty-five years, Mr. Copp was 
retained on behalf of either plaintiff or defendant in some celebrated 
reported cares. He represented the late Mr. Hampden in the well-known 
action of Hampden v. Waish in the year 1870. He was educated at 
Taunton and arcicled at Barnstaple, and had practised for thirty-two years 
in Essex-street, Strand, and for thirty years at Wimbledon, which 
businesses his son, Mr. Alfred E.G. Copp will continue to carry on. He 
was a great authority on valuable books and coins. Perhaps he excelled 
even more as a numismatist than asa book expert. For the past twenty- 
three years he had acted as honorary treasurer of the Numismatic Society 
ot London, and in his official capacity met many eminent men, and was 
well known to the Mint authorities and to the present Governor of the 
Bank of England. His death will be deplored by a wide circle of 
friends, and particularly in Essex-street, Strand, and Wimbledon, where 
his genial and kindly face will be especially greatly missed. Mr. Copp 
was twice married and leaves a widow and eight children to mourn his lose, 











CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS, 
Diss0LUTIONs. 
Ausert Wii11aM Lancer and Henry Ernest Mason, solicitors (Large & 
Major), Leamingtc:n. Sept. 30. 
Epwarp Pauurnc Lirriz, Henry Hamittron Mirus, and Ferrpmanp 
Samrorp Wui1tincuan, solicitors (Little, Mills, & Whittingham), Stroud. 


Oct. 1. So far as concerns the said Henry Hamilton Mills. 
[ Gazette, Oct. 10. 





GENERAL, 


It is announced that the Lord Chief Justice will preside at a meeting of 
the King’s Bench judges in his private room at the Law Courts on Monday, 
the 27th inst., at three o'clock. 


It is stated that the Lord Chief Justice is expected to arrive at South- 
ampton from South Africa on Saturday, the 25th of October, and he has 
arranged to sit in court on the following Monday morning. 


It is announced that the Hague Arbitration Court on Tuesday brought 
to a conclusion the consideratlon of the Californian ‘‘ Pious Fund’’ case 
between Mexico and the Unired States. It awarded to the United States 
the sum of 1,420,682 dols. Mexican currency, end directed Mexico to pay 
for ever an annual sum of 43,051 dols. 


At the Birmingham Oounty Court this week, a Whitehouse, says 
the Daily Mail, said, with regard to robing, it was well that a legal gentle- 
man should be reminded by the drag of his gown or the heat of his wig 
that he was bound to act in the interests of his client, apart from his own 


opinions, prejudices, or sentiments. But, the judge added, he would 


It is stated that when a poacher at Towcester on Wednesday was 
informed by the Duke of Grafton, the presiding magistrate, that he would 
be fined £5 and 16s. costs, the following conversation ensued : ‘‘ You can’t 
do it,’’ protested the poacher. ‘‘ Yes, we can,’ replied the duke. ‘‘ You 
are overstepping the mark,” retorted the prisoner; ‘‘ you cannot fine me 
more than £5. I have been through it before many a time, so I know.’’ 
Eventually it was found that the poacher was rigbt, and the fine was 
accordingly revised, whereupon the penalty was paid with an air of 
triumph. 

Professor John Macdonell, MA., LL.D., O.B. (Quain Professor of 
Comparative Law), will deliver a course of lectures at University College on 
Tuesdays at 5 p.m., i Tuesday, the 21st of October, 1902. 
The subject will be ‘‘ Public International Law,” and the introductory 
lecture will deal with ‘‘ Recent Changes in International Law, particularly 
as to Neutrality.”” The course, it is hoped, will be continuea in subse- 
quent terms, eo as to cover the greater part of international law. The 
lectures are open to the public without fee ; they are intended not only for 
lawyers but for students of political economy, political science, and 
sociology. 

His Honour Judge Gwynne-James, of the Bath County Court, has, says 
the Quill, published by the Bristol Law Students’ Society, apparently been 
taking considerable trouble to make the new rules as to administration 
orders known to the public frequenting his courts. Addressing those 
present in court at Bath last month upon the procedure which would be 
adepted in future regarding administration orders, he remarked that 
probably these rules would reach very few persons, and he thought it 
might be of use to the public if he shortly stated the alterations in pro- 
cedure and jurisdiction which were brought about by them. He proceeded 
to do so, and wound up by advising those concerned to obtain copies of 
the new rules, otherwise they might find themselves in some difficulty in 
ye , The judge also made similar observations when holding his court 
at Swindon. 


At the Berksbire Quarter Sessions, on Monday, a letter was read from 
the chairman, Mr. W. G. Mount, resigning his office on the ground that 
his increasing age had told so much on his powers of hearing that he felt 
he could no longer do his duty adequately either to the court or the 
prisoner. The Lord Lieutenant of the county (Mr. J. H. Benyon) saj 
through Mr. Mount’s unfailing kindness and affability and the good 
with which he conducted the business of that court he had gained the 
affection and esteem of every member of it. He proposed the following 
resolution: ‘‘ That this court, having been informed of Mr. Mount’s 
resignation of the chairmanship of the quarter sessions, desires to express 
its great regret at losing his able services, and to thank him very heartily 
for the able and courteous manner in which he has presided over it for the 
last fifteen years, and also to express the earnest that health and 
happiness Mar hie for many years to come.” e vice-chairman 
(Mr. A. R. Tull) seconded the resolution, which was carried unanimo 

The Attorney-General has issued the following notice with reference to 
the arrangements for the service at Westminster abbey on Friday morning, 
the 24th inst., before the reopening of the Law Oourts for the Michaelmas 
sittings: ‘‘On the occasion of the reopening of the Law Courts a special 
service will be held at Westminster Abbey at 11.45, which the Lord 
Chancellor and his Majesty’s judges will attend. Im order to ascertain 
what space will be required, members of the junior bar to be 
present are requested to send their names on or before Wednesday, 
inst., to the Secretary of the General Council of the Bar at 2, Hare-court, 
Temple. Barristers the service must wear robes, and should 
be at the Jerusalem Chamber, Westminster Abbey (Dean’s-yard entrance), 
where robing accommodation will be provided, not later than 11.30. 
limited number of seats in the south transept will be reserved for friends 
of members of the bar, to whom one ticket (or if possible two) will be 
issued on application to the Secretary of the Council of the Bar on or 
before Wednesday, the 22ad inst. No tickets are required for admission 
to the north transept, which is open to the p 9g 

The following are the ments made by the judges for hearing 
Probate and matrimonial oma the ings : 
Undefended matrimonial causes 
Monday, the 27th, and Tu , the 28th of October, and every Monday 
during the sittings after mo Common j cases will be taken 
on and after Wednesday, the 29th of Ootober. Probate and defended 
matrimonial causes for hearing before the court itself 
in Court I. after the common juries are finished, and may 
Court II. after the 28th of October when Admiralty cases are not 
to be heard. Special jury cases will be taken on and after W q 
the 26th of October. Divisional Courts will be formed to sit on 
the 4th of November, and Tuesday, the 2nd of December. Motions 
be heard in court at 11 o’clock on Monday, the 27th of October, 
each succeeding Monday during the si ; and summ: 
judge be heard at 10.30 on Saturday, the 
succeeding Sa’ ing the sittings. 
trars will be heard at the Registry, Somerset 
Tuesday and Friday daring the sittings at haif-past 11 0° 
James Rider, for many years a solicitor at Leeds, was 
St. James's Gazette, on remand on the 13th inst., before 
diary, with misappropriating £2,150, the moneys of 
Jordan, formerly of London, now residing at a con t home 
Rawdon. It was alleged that a deed of settlement was executed in 1868 
by which a sum of £1,000 was to be in to 


Jordan. There was as 
to £2,150. Defendant was 
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neither send to prison nor refuse to hear an advocate who declined ~ 


funds, were. up the 
trustee. Mrs. an, in her evidence, said the defendant had told her 
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that the money being invested with other moneys ia the bank brought in 
a better interest—4} per cent.—than it would otherwise. Witness said that 
she received theinterest regularly. A further adjournment to Monday next 
was — bail in £800 being accepted.— Another case of misappropriation 
was at Liverpool on Monday, when Horace Claude Victor Bielby, 
solicitor, was charged on remand with misappropriating and converting to 
his own use £800 belonging to William Curphey, administrator of the estate 
of Thomas James Edwards. Mr. Edwards, says the Daily Mail, who was in 
the employ of the Mersey Docks and Harbour Board, died intestate in 1896, 
leaving a daughter, then sixteen years of age. The accused was solicitor 
to the estate, and it was alleged that he had raised money by mortgage and 
misappropriated it. Evidence was given by the daugnter of the deceased, 
and accused was remanded until Friday.—And lastly, at the Marylebone 
prlice-court on Monday last, Herbert Bamford, a solicitor, of 201, Great 
Portland-street, W., was remanded on a charge of misappropriating part 
of a sum of £213 33. 4d entrusted t) him by aclient. It was stated, says 
the Daily Mai/, that on the 16th of August the prisoner was called in to 
make the will of a boot-jobber named Robert Neasmith, who died three 
days later, leaving a eum of £213 33. 44. in the Post Office Savings Bank. 
At the request of the executor, Mr. Edward Pitt, the prisoner drew out 
this money, and it was alleged that he psid at least £160 of it into his 
private account, and had only handed two sums of £12 and £12 10s. to the 
legatees. In spite of repeated applications, the executor had been unable 
to obtain a settlement, and cheques given for small sums had been dis- 
honoured. On Wednesday the matter again came before the magistrate, 
and, says the Times, Mr. Sidney Gilber: Polhill, a solicitor acting on behalf 
of the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, stated that 
the scciety was a legatee under Mr. Neasmith’s wiil 10 the extent of £100. 
Not receiving the amount, he wrote in Augurt to the prisoner, asking for 1t 
to be paid by return of post, and in reply 1eceived a letter on the 27th of 
August to the effect that the prisoner was ont of town for a few days, but 
on his return the matter would have his immediate attention. The money, 
however, never came to hand. Aiter further evidenc>, the prisoner said 
that he would reserve his defence. Mr. Curtis Bennett formally remanded 
him until Friday. Bail was allowed. 








The Bristol Corporation announces an issue of £640,000 Three per Cent. 
Stock at 94. The first dividend, being a full six months’ interest, is 
payable on the Ist of February, 1903. The Bank of England will receive 

tions. The stock will be redeemed at par on the 8th of June, 1960. 
but may be redeemed at par, at the option of the Corporation, on and 
after tne 8th of June, 1920, on three month’s notice. 





Warrie to Intespiva Hovse Prurcuassrs anp Lessers.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary Arrangements independently Tested and 
Reported upon. For terms apply to The Sanitary Engineering Co. (H 
Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 years. ‘Tel 8: Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316 West- 
minster.—[Apvr. 








THE PROPERTY MART 
RESULT OF SALE. 
Bevenrsions axp Live Powicies, 


Mesars maxrizip held their Periodical Sale (No. 725) of the above 
Interests at the Mart, E.C.,0on Thursday last. Policies for £18,000 on the jie of Mr. 
ham, were sold after keen competition fir £9,150; the total 


was £ 
ABSOLUTE REVERSION to a moiety of £7,627 Se. 1d, Metr>politan 3} 


€ 
per Consolidated Stock ; life 52 ... a . Sold 1,7.0 
meas 
; 0 » 2, 

For £1,250: life 74 Wee aos. 2 ee 
For £5,000 ; life 64 ae ind oon oe oe oe as o» 2,290 
Por £3,000; samelife ... je ove ie aa oon ae , + 1,£00 
Por £6,000; same life ... pes eee ane oie es s area 
Vor £400; samelife ... eae in int ces a” BF « we mee 
Vor £1,600 ; life 42 os me ioe om we e 260 
Por £2,060); life 2 ‘sz i ee ‘ide ne on ae _ « ae 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette,—Futway, Oct. 10, 
SOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Leurrep ts Caayscenr. 


solcrs for petner. Notice of apresring mus‘ reach the above-nsmed not later than 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 27 
faiturro Sreamsuip Co, Limrrep—Peta for wiading up, ted Sent 19, directed to he 
heard 0.628 Goddard & Co, St Michael’s House, St Michsel’s Alley, Cornhill, solors 
for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-n«med not later than 6 o'clock in 
the afternvon of Oct 27 
Unrversat Trapine Co, Limrrep—Petn for wirding up, presented July 30, dirzcted to 
rd in the County Court, Birmingham, Oct 23. Withers, 328, High Holborn. solor 
for petitioning creditor. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 22 
Wooprvurr Sreausurp Co, Lunrep -Petn for winding uv, presented Sept 19 directed fo 
be heard Oct 28. Goddard & Co, 8t Michael’s Hous, 8t Michael’s Atley, Cornhill, 
solors for petuer, Notice of appearing must reach the above-n+med not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 27 


County Pavatinge or Lancaster. 
Loorep 1x CHancery. 


Pueyix Brewery Co, Limrtep - Petn for winding up, presented Oct 9, directed to be 
beard befo'e the Court at the Chancery Office, 9, Cook st, Liverpool, on Oct 21, at 
liam. Standing & Co, 1, King st, Rochdale. solors for petaer. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 20 


London Gaszette,—Turspay, Oct, 14. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep 1x CHAaNcERY. 


Cagto Gatti & Srevensos, Liwirep (1x Votuntary LUrqurmation)—Creditors are 
r quired, on or before Oct 31. to send their names and addre:ses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Eiward Hart. 30, Moorgate st 

Centrat Lospon Press Liurrep —Creditors are required. on or bafore Nov 2(, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of tneir debts or claims, to Alfred George 
Saye:s, 63, Conduit st 

Francois, Liurrep (1x Liguipatiox)—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 12, to send 
thetr pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy Mason, 
64 Gresham st Bartrum, Uld Jewry chmbrs, solor for liquidator 

Iso Investment Trust, Limitep -Petn for winding up presented Oct 10, directed to be 
hezrd Oct 2%. Foss & Co, Feuchurch st. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’cluek in the afternoon of Oct 27 

New Frazes River Go.p Mines, Limrep—Creditors are required, on cr before Nov 29, 
to send their names and addres-es, aad particulars of their aebts or cleims, to William 
Albert Stearns, 23, Leadenhatl st. Burnie, Fenchurch st, solor 

Norwicu Vingcar ayp Distittery 9, Limitrep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 15» 
directed to be heard at the Shirehall, Nerwich, Oct 22,at11. Mills & Reeve, London 
st, Norwich, solors for petmer. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 21 

Pero.ite asp OTHER Patent Fve Co, Limrrep (1n Liqoipatiow)—Creditors are required, 

on cr before Nov 18, to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Wiliam Henry Lynch, 9, Throgmorton av. Travers & Co, Throg- 
mortoa av 

Tomas Bareatey & Sons. Limtrep—Petn for windine up, p ted Oct 9, dirested to be 
heerd at County vourt house, Queen st, Huddersfeld, on Oct 23 at 11. Ramsden & Co, 

Station st bldgs, Hudderetield. Notice of anpzariog must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o’cloc« in the afteraoon of Uct 24 

Trove Fxp.oration Co. Limrrzo—Creditors are required. on of before Dec 10, to send 
their mames and addresses, and the particu'ars uf their debts or claims, to Samuel 
Arthur Smith, 8, Laurence Pountoey bill, Cannon s¢ 

Tcpor Borer Co Limrrep—Peta for wiading up. presented Oct 9, direct2d to be heard 
Oct 28 Leman & Uo, 51, Lisco'n's ion fields. solora for petner. Any person who 
inteads fo appeat must send notic: of his iutention to the petivioner in accordance with 
Ru'e 20 of the Companies Winding up Ru es 





Untimitep 1n CHANCERY. 


Devosrost Gas anp Coxe Co—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 6, to send in 
particulars of their debt or claims, to Fred Trethewy, 6, St Aubyn st, Devonport 











CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day ov Craim. 
London Gazette,—Turspay, Oct, 7. 
Avams, Jous, Harst Green, Sussex, Wine Merchant Novi Harris, Toubridge 
Avex, Cuantes Royie, Manchester, Solicitor Nov 15 Ormerod & Allen, Manchester 
Batt, Hawnau, Southampton Novi6 Waller, Southampton 
Baneas, Ayxe Many, Newcastle upon Tyne Nov1 Dickimson & Co, Newcastle upon 
7 ne 
eg Brevet Lieut Col Gzorce Exuiorr, Allerwash Fourstones, Northumberland 
Oct 81 Clayton & Gibson, Newcutie upon Tyne 
Bryru, Tuomas Worets, Stanford le Hope, Essex, Farmer Nov 1 Woodward & Co, 


Biluuter st 
Brows, Bicuazp, Sunniside, nr Gateshead, Farmer Dec3 Dranafleld & Eledon, New- 


castl- upoo 
CanmicHant, Sir James Morse, Dean’s yd, Westminster Nov 30 Hicks & Son, Gray’s 


ion 

Canter, gauss, Headcorn, Kent Novi10 King & Hughes, Maidstone 

Cuaruay, Micuazs, Brandesburton, Yorks, Farmer Nov 30 Robinson & Sheffield, 
Bev 

CraniscsouLp, Ricuanp, Dover Novl5 Stilwell & Harby, Dover 


Paew, Atice Louisa, Balham Novil Hannay & Reynolds, Arundel st, Strand 
Gieeet, Ansiz, New Boath Wales, Australia Nov15 Lucas & Bailey, Clifford's ino, 





Batawonsts,iLrurren — Peta for up, presented Sept 10, directed to be heard before 


winding 
tae Coast at Birminzham on Oct 24 Withers, High Hoiborn, solois tor petaers, | 
than 6 o'clock in the after- | 


Bctic A 
noon of 22 
Camrenit. Evaus, & Co, Lrurrzo. 6, Cherry st, Birmiogham - Creditors are uired on 
Bor 21, to send theic names and addremes, nad the particulars of their debts 
Charlies Thoms Apjleds, %, Corporstion st, Birmingham 
& Co, Leurrep (18 Laquivation)—Oreditors are required, on or 
their names ond an4 the of their debts or 
Witiew Ostshott, 7, Victoris #t, Liverpool. Beilringer & Co, Liver- 


¢ must seach the a*ove-named not 


i 


i 
i 


sure Y On Breiicatt, Leurren—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 1, 
atoresse:, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 

WAwarts, 162 Paternoster row 

Sreameniy Co, Leuitxn— Pete for windieg up, presented Bept 14. directed to 

Oc B. Gobdiet k Co, Ot Michad's Howse’ we Michasi's’ alley Comahil 


ri q 
f ft 
; 
4 





st 

Geauau, Davin, Newcastle upon Tyne Nov 25 Stobo & Livingstone, Newcastle upon 

Guecees. ig od ay pata Cano.inz, Whalley, Lancs Nov 2 Metcalfe & Co, Raymond 
igs, Gray's « 

| Haneisox, Wiit1am, Hurworth on Tees, Durham Oct 31 Wooler & Wooler, Darlington 
Bant, Wittiam Tasxen, Scarborough Nov 16 Hart, Scarborough 

Boose, nee Hexpexsom, Carliele, Solicitor Nov 10 Halton & Hodgson, 


4 
Hucnes, Wittiam, Trowbridge, Wilte Nov 16 Angell, Chatteris, Cambridge 
Kiso, Jauzs, Melbourn, Cambridge, Innkeeper Nov 10 Wortham & Co, Royston 
Lewisonn, Luowanv, New York Nov 30 Adler & Perowne, Oopthall av 
Marrs, Lovina Avams, Oropstone, Leicester Nov 6 Neale, Leicester 
Mat + Bicuagp Sniviey, Cropstone, Leicester, Licensed Victualler Nov 6 Neale, 


Minnsy, doun, Whitley Bay, Northumberland Oct 2% Dransfield & Eladon, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 














l to 
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» be 
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Nayios, Mary, Worksop, Notts Decl Hodding & Co, Worksop 

Newman, Epwarp Apo.psvus, ay sa nr Meran, South Tirol, Austria Nov 12 
Hawes & Co, Gt Winchester st 

Parren, WatTer, Shurdington, Glos, Butter Dealer Dec3 Billings, Cheltenham 

Pav, Mania, Herne Bay Nov8 Grenside, Gt George st, Westminster 


Rocers, Henry Macxenziz, Washwood Heath, Birmingham Nov 5 Cottrell & Son, 
Birmingham 


SceaLes, Rose, Nice, France Nov 20 Fallows & Rider, Lancaster pl, Strand 

SueKe.t, Carnouine, Bidford, Warwick Nov 19 Slatter & Co, Stratford upon Avon 

Surrnizs, Emma, Halifax Nov7 Huntriss, Halifax 

TottEMacue, The Hon Lyongt PrantacEnet, Bala, N Wales Nov 11 Eardley & Co, 
Uharles st, St James’ 

Witutamson, Cetra, Southpori Novs Reid, Liverpool 

Wits, Cuarvorre, South Kensington NovsS Grenside, Gt George st, Westmiaster 


Woops, Joun Anrnony, Newcastle upon Tyne Oct 31 Clayton & Gibson, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 
Wricut, Mary Any, Scarborough Nov15 Hart, Scarborough 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Oct. 10. 


Appiesy, Emtry Ayn, Hastings Nov 9 Prior & Co, Bedford row 

AppLeyarD, Epwarp, Barby, nr Selby, Yeoman Jan 6 Barker & Parker, Selby 
Asnworrs, Fanny, Gilroyd Dodworth, nr Barneley Nov4 Newman & Bond, Barnsley 
Arxinsox, Joun Henny, Bradford, Librarian Nov7 Trewayas & Massey, Bradford 
Brarrawaite, Marmapvxs, Aiskew, nr Bedale, York Oct 25 Swarbreck, Bedale 


Ciark, Ann, Evesham Dec15 Byrch & Oo, Evesham 

Cottier, Wiiiiam, Southend, Hosier Noy10 Clark, Eastch ap 

Cove.t, James GzonrGe, Preston Park, Brighton Nov 14 Laytons, Budge row, Cannon st 

oan, Wittiam, Newcastle on Tyne Novy 11 J D & D M Macdonald, Newcastle on 
Tyne 

Dark, Wiit1am, Liantrierant, Glam, Contractor Nov1 Incledon, Minehead, Somerset 

Dennis, Anruur, New Barnet, Herts, Merchant Nov 20 Mellor & Coleman, Coleman st 

Davsy, Exizasets, Knightsbri7ge Novil Bayles & Co, Fore at 

DucxwortH, Mary Groraraya, St. David, Exeter Dec6 James, Exeter 

Ducsewortn, Mary Isaneva, 8t, David, Exeter Dec6 James, Exeter 

Eerineron. CoaRtorre Grorciana Ame ia, Worcester Nov 7 Wood & Bourne, Southam, 

Warwickshire 
Gatior Rev Ricnarp Wixt1Am, Winchmore, Hampshire Noy 28 Ashworth & Inman, 
Man :hester 

Garratt, Atrrep, Richmond Oct 31 Tempany & Co., Bedford row 

Goopman, Anniz, Brighton Nov15 Nye & Treacher, Brighton 

Gricas, Wittiam, Salisbury, Licensed Victualler Nov8 Falton, Salisbury 

Hat, Cuartes, Wheatenhurat, Glos, Farmer Nov 1 Norrie, Stroud 

Hancock, Isapetia, Harborne, Birmingham Nov 22 Hooper & Ryland, Birmiogham 

Heatn, WaLter, Hammeremith rd Novis Robinson, Hounslow 

Hircuen, Joun, Bradford Novi3 Greaves & Greaves, Bradford 

Karz, Marx, 8t George’s st East Nov 22 Windsor & Co, Jewry at, Aldgate 

Lonamore, Rev Partie ALEXanvER, Hermitage, nr Newbury, Berks Nov 29 Sworder & 
Longmore, Hertford 

Mays, Eruer Mercy, Barking, Essex Dec3 Bodman, Lancaster p', Strand 

Metuine, Mary Exten, Birkdale, Southport Nov8& Court, Southpor: 

Mircuext, Atrrep, Lincoln Oct 81 Smith, Lincoln 

Pace, Wintiam Aveaustus, Ludham, Norfls, F.rmer Nov 22 Diver & P.eston, Gt 
Yarmouth 

Parrick, Grorak, Ripley, Yorks, Joiner Nov 15 Gilling, Har :ogate 

Pick, Foaar Sxpeiey, Patney Hill Jani Ashley & Co, Frederick’s pJ, Old Jewsy 

Ricumenp, Wituiam Henry, Harrogate, Pro'essor of Music Nov 25 March & Co’ 

Manchester 
Tyiey, Exizanera, Wedmore, Somerset Decl Smith & Burrough, Wedmore 
Vanergpane, Capt Freperiox, Brighton Noy 30 Rooke & De la Combe, Westerham, 
en 


Verity, Georax Bamicton, Bournemouth Nov 21 Winterbothams & Gurney, 
Cheltenham 


Waxver, Ronert Gronae, Ilford, Builder Novy 2i Tyler, Gracechurch st 

Warkins, Ricnarp Jonn, Hereford, Arsistant NovS Matthews, Hereford 

Wuire, Avorrnvus Cuaries, Hampstead, Profe wor of Music Nov18 May, Colemaa st 
Wurrraker, Jonn, Buxton Nov? Southern & Fullalove, Burnley 


Witirams, Fronence Many Grauam Luoyp, Guernsey Nov 8 Winterbothams & Gurney, 
Cheltenham 


Witson, Czantes Lours Narovnon, Bilston, Staffe Nov 22 Oobbett & Co, Manchester 


BANKKUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazette, —Tuns * 
ondon Gazette, —~Tunspay, Oct, 7 Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. Brown, Rictary Bpwarp, 
Nottingham Pet Oots 


Tavion Hewny, Devizes Builder Bath Adjud Juve 20,| Buruny, Wituiam, Camberwell High Court Pet Oot 7 Evans, @)Luiams, Biaengarw, 
sd Os Ost 6 Ord Uct 6 


1900 Anpul Sept 25, 1908 ty 
MoSuans, Joun, Liverpool, Grocer Liverpool Adjud Oct | Coor on Snense Lotcester, 
20,1900 Anaui Oot 8, 1902 Oot 6 id Got 6 
London Gasctte,—Frivay, Oct, 10, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 





dpa, Cussnss Hzuny, Walsall, Baker Walsall Det Danni, jiazny, Ceakioehem, Suffolk, Miller Ipswich Pet Pussnans, Poasn, Lavengeal, Draper Liverpool let Sept 


i.) 


London Gaszette.—Turspay, Oct. 14, 


Araey, Exiza, Skipton Nov 26 Wilson, Skipton 

Auprrson, Ann Frances Mania, Bayswater Nov 15 Travers-Smith & Co, Throg- 
morton av 

Avcurxieck, Grasame, Cheltenham,MD Nov 30 McLaren, Cheltenham 

Benxett, Jouy, High Barnet Nov 30 Angell & Co, Gresham st 

BuiaxesoroucsH, Janz, Skelibank, Ripon, Yorks Decl Wise & Son, Ripon 

Boytox, Epwarp Witttam, Tooting Dec 81 Hubbard & Co, Cannon st 

Bure, Caartorrs, Bristol Decl King, Bristol 

Burton, Samvet Crickmenx, Gt Yarmouth, Solicitor Oct 31 Burton & Son, Gt Yarmouth 


Carman, James, Willenhall Oct 26 Huish & Robiasm, Ilkeston 

Carr, CHARLES Faepenica, Gt Yarmouth, Merchant Ost 31 Burton & Son, Gt Yarmouth 

Gum, Cuan.es, Henley on Thames, Farrier Oct 81 Mercer & Biaker, Henley on 
‘names 


Cooper, JAmzs, Birmiogham, Provision Dealer Nov 22 Bickley & Lynsx, Birmiagham 





Brivesrock, Hagen, rae § Grocer Gt Yarmouth Dawaox, MBRSERT, 


Cormay, Jonn, Minories Novy 29 Cooper, Manchester 


| 
| Davies, Avice, Smethwick Dec? Smith, Birmingham 
| Duxx, Auicia Marcaretr Canotive, Porchester ter, Hyde Park Nov 15 Justice & 
} Pattenden, Beraard st, Russell sq 
Fearn ey, Isaseta, Ripon, Yorks Decl Wise & Son, Ripon 
Fiasuman, Saran Jang, Dover Novi2 Mowll & Mowll, Dove: 
F.ercuEr, James, Littleborough Novilé¢ Brierley & Hudsw, Rochdale 
Fuser, Samvsoy Bipputrs, Nottingham Nov 22 Eking & Wyles, Nottingham 
Gant, Janes, Newington, Kingston upon Hull Novy2) Thompson & Co, Hullg 
Gagrett, EvizaBeTH Jacquevine, Ridgmouatgdas Novis Oidfieid & Jo, Walbrook 
Goxrst, Gzorcg, Ruacorn, Chester. Nov 25 Burton & Wardle, Ruacorn 
Hagxyess, WittiAM, Consett, Darham, Contractor Nov il Aynsley, Consett 
Harierstey, Witt1am Hancuert, Cambridge Decl Eaden & Spesring, Cambridge 
mee | Ciement Wacker, Compton Bassett, Wilts Novié Few & Co, Surrey 
st, Stran 
Hes.or, Jouy, Thornaby on Tees, Yorks Novl Horner, Stocktoa on Teas 
Hxaweaitt, Mancargt, Ripon, Yorks Novy 29 Dickson & Co, Alowick 
Hickmay, Wautrer Epwasgp, Redland, Bristol Nov25 J L & ET Daniell, Bristol % 
Hurren, W1111M, Pentonville, Carman Nové Davis, Frederick st, Gray's inn rd 
IneLanp, Witu1aM DE Courcy, Baling, BA, LL Deci Taylor, Staple ian 
Jerraiss, Eogas, Walsall, Licensed Victualler O2531 Armstrong, Walsall 
Lixsuae, Sopua, Norton Folgate Nov1é6 David Limb and Emanuel care 
of Howles, 12, Fouraier st, Spitalfields - eames 


MoFarvane, ALExanpee, Daoston, Durham, Rivet Manufacturer Nov 27 Wilkinson & 
M 1, Newcastle upon Tyne 


ee Lieut Col C R, Half Moon st Nov 10 AF & R W Tweedie, Lincoln's inn 


MansrieLp, Revsex, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer Nov12 Kay, Nottingham 
Marrnews, Rosent Faepsaice, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Archi*ect Nov 22 Reece & 
Harris, Birmingham ‘ ” 


May, Mary Grace Sswanp, Exmouth Novl Geare & Mathew, Exeter 

Pavut, Guapys Lisa Dsay, Sloane terr mans Nov 28 Nicholson & C», Princs’s 2}, 
Storey’s gate 

Pe.ietrr, Atrrep, Manchester, Hatter Novi5 Bond & Son, Manchester 

Ratspore, Mary Jaye, Widnes Nov30 Linaker & Linaker, Runcora 

Raymuonp, Curusert, Southampton Nov 17 Newman & Co, Yeovil 


epee  peeeeenciaate tesa neurns Farmer Jani Edmundson 
« and, on 

| Rosryson, Anne, Skellbank, Bipon, York Decl Wise & Son, Ripon 

Roruwexi, Mices, Ashton under Lyne, Publican Nov 22 Whitworth & Co, Ashton under 


Suesete, Buna, Saraitoa Nov25 Rimer, Surbiton 
Sueanivr, Geonce, New Herriagton, Durbam, Agent Oct3i Wright, Seaham Harbour 
Swirn, Aueiia, Edingley, Notts Nov22 Eking & Wyles, Nottingham 
Ssrrn, Epwarv, Bawtry, Yorks Decl Cartwright & Walker, Bawtry 
Tayo, Sanat, Handsworth Dec9 Smith, Birmingham 
Taomas, Wittiam Ricuano, South Bank, Yorks Oct 31 Carrick, Stolealey 
Tursey, Groner, Nottingham Nov 22 Ehiog & Wyles, Nottingham 
| Veurry, Canres, Lofthouse, Fountain Earth, Yorks, Yeoman Dic 1 Eidmuadeon & 
Go wlaad, Ripon 
Waxsu, Jonny, Leeds, Painter Nov20 Markland & Co, Leele 
Wip, Exocu Hu'me, Lanes, Brewer Nov 22 Whitworth & Co, Ashton under Lyne 


| Waiat, goveem, Burton on Trent, Wine Merchant Nov 15 J & W Drowry, Barton 
on en 





Bene, Puinir Cuances, me, Lagom tone, Flour Factor High | Davies, Daxier, Trealaw, Glam, Timberman Pontypridd 
Court Pet Oct s Pet Oct 6 Ord Ost 6 


Whiteburch, § Cyee Agent 
Crewe Pet Ooré Ord Oct 6 ™ 

Ripley, Bote, Wheelwright | Evaxs, Epwano Aatava Penrhyn Bay, ar Liandudno, 
Ord Oot 6 Buil 


der Ubecter Pot 4 Onl Uo é 
-- of BY SH Caniif ret 


Shoe Laster Leicester Pet Evassunn, Sanrsor, Brighton, Butcher Brighton Pet 


Cowin,  B., +A Cuaaiss Denvon. Shettield, Fish- Oct F 
mongers sheffield Pet Oct 8 Ora Oct 8 Evsrox, the Right Hon Hexey Jawes Frrasoy, Bazi of, 
Oona a Tox, emg arth Yorks, Builder Wakefield Cheatertield gana, 


Ouream st Bigh Court Pet Jaly 18 
Ora 0c: § 
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Goopmay, Cuagtes Epwarp, Lichfield, Staffs, Butcher 
Waleall Pec Oct? Orda Oct 7 

Hewitt, Atrrep Henrpert, Sheffield, Smallware Dealer 
Sheffield Pet OctS Ord Oct 8 

im, Say Stockport, Grocer Stockport Pet OctS8 Ord 


Hoopsr, Jony Wr, Tienbeniedh, Glam, Grocer 
Pontypridd Pet Ucté Ord O 

Hvurcaines, James, North inion, Norfolk Carpenter 
Nor Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

ae. = Taomas, Dawley, Salop Madeley Pet Oct 6 


Jongs, yo dy Burrer, Mass Side, nr Manchester, Grocer 
Macchester Pet Sept 23 Ord Oct 8 

Ksicut, Atreep Epwanp, Halesowen, + oem 
Tobacconist Stourport Pet Och4 Ord Oct 

> aoe! Norwich, Auctionear Norwich Pet Sep’ 23 


ge Sais Wituram, Le:ds, Commision Agent 
Leeds Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 

Mokrrey, Justix, Peterborough, Commission Agent Peter- 
Darcugh Pet Oct7 Ord Oct7 

Nvapiye, Barge Trowbridge, Wilts, Cycle Dealer Bath 
Pet Oct8 Ord Oct 8 

Parkes. al Stourbridge, Butcher Stourbridge Pet 
Oct 6 Orda Oct 6 

Rossrts, Joun Hatt em Chemist Canterbury 
Pet Oct7 O14 O 

Rosegts, Taomas, os aewan, Cornwall, Farmer Truro 

Brapt Ponnas tees 

YAN, OMAS on —. Devon, Cscle Agent 

Pismouth Pet Qcté Ord Oct 

Scnorr, Woirr, Upper Clapton High Court Pet Oct 6 
Ord Oct 6 


Sxinwee, Cuarces, Sheffield, Watchmaker Sheffield Pet 
Océ Ord Uct 6 


Srapzex, Gzoncze Witiiam. Lewis, Licensed Victualler 
Lewes Petoept iS O.d Ot 8 

Tysox, Gzorncr, Barrow in Furness, Farmer Barrow in 

w Furness Pet Oct 6 Ph ga 
ALKER, ABSAHAM, ronmonger Salford Pet 
Oct7 Ord Oct 7 

West, Joux, St Weonards, Hereford, Miller Hereford 
PetOst6 Ord Octé 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Biagtwistiz, Jonx Tomas, Gt Harwood, Lanes, Joiner 
Uct Watli Off Re-, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Braver, Wittiau, Camberwell Oct 20at 12 savkruptcy 

st 

Curros, Wii1iam James, Oxford, Clerk 
1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Coorze Gzorcz, Leicester, Shoe Laster Oct 17at3 Off 

st, Leicester 


1, 
‘oust, Rurzet SIDNEY. Ripley, | Derby, Jeweller Oct 21 

at ll Off Rec, 47, Full st, 

—_ Hesey, Dodiiccemn ettlk, Miller Oct 17 at 4 

Off Rec, 34, Princes at, Ipswich 

Domax, Writs Heyey, Oxford, Picture Frame Maker 
Uct 20 at 12 1, St Aidates, Oxford 

See Exyest #zepzzicx, Richmond, Carman 

Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs. Temple a 

tn ay Meet James, oe 3d, Publiaer “Oct 21 | 
ati2 Baokzruptcy vlogs, Carey st 

Gutpeet, Fexp, Leeds, Baker Oci 17 at 11 Off Ree, 22, 

Park row Leeds 


- fesaee, & a. Newsagent Oct 17 at 3.30 | 


117, St Mary st, Card 

Hour, Ase. Faascis, amie Gt Yarmouth, Carter's 
4gent Octisati Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

— 1 Bolsover, sate, 
terfield 


J S. B Bre Oct 
lorcy, JamEs Surrz, cixton, wer 20 at 2.30 
Benkruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Ksicat, J G, Uckticld, a Oct 20 at 11 
ruptcy , Uarey st 
~s geet hg ag aioe Author 
1 logs, Varey st 
Lippmctos, Koszer Bexar, —— Ozford, 
Oct 17 a8 12.16 1, &t Aldates, Oxford 
Loses, Frevesice, 


Oct 23 


Oct 17at 12 Off 
igtree 
Mavspeez,/ B W, Broad et House Oct 22 at 11 


ruptey bidgs, Uarey st 
Miromgit, Joxas Wittiam, Leeds, Commission Agent 
Ues 17 at 11.00 Off Rec, 22, Parz row, Lreds 
Prscy Corsszzt, Wotton under Edge, Glor, 
assistant 5c ‘Oct 18 at 3 Off Rec, Siation 
34, Glos 


Teuxas Wittism, BShepherd’s B Grocer 
Oct 3iatz20 Bansrupicy bidgs, Carey a 
Pazs, Groncs. Low:stoft, Uarver Uct 18 at 1.15 Off Rec, 
King st, Norwich 


Pavey, @20s68 kowaxzp, Portsmouth, Carpenter Oct 17 
a3 Off mee, Vamidge juac, High st, Portemouth 
Piscam, Wittism Isipox, Manchester, Gct 17 at 

2.33 Off Kec, Byron st, 


Maocchester | 
Powst, Acsts, me — Sys Packt Oct 17 at 3 | 
wont likes, Hay Dealer Oct 17 at | 


Bucaanoa, asi Grows 


ll Om Ben Gh Ban, 


Saves, Jous Ezav, Toft Mook's Norfolk, Parmer Oct 11 | 


061245 Off nec, 6, King st, Norwich 


Sonam, Coase, ¢ Geo Giste” Oct 21 at 12 Bankruptcy | 
Saaw, Joux Fer | 
Um ker, 6, wR wm Lam ae Oct 22 at 3 


Gursuixc, Airzev, Biliesden, Leicester, Licensed V.c- 
fuser Ucs 17 st 1220 Off Hee, 1, Berridge st, 


tracer, Fesvericx Tnomss, Fowey, Cornwall, Licensed 
. Viciusiler dons Mz Ont San, Rossemen ot, Truro 
zmvez, Eocsn dous Victor, Bast Artist Oct 
Wati2 %, dabrs, aoe 
Haves, jn “Oct 21 at 1200 
,2 Dock 
wae f suns Wiitisn, Balham, Carver Oct 17 at 11.80 
Londva 


Satiuey opp, 
Withernsea, Coal Dealer Oct 17 at 


Wee Od Moe, totaly ose aan 


Oct 17 at 11.20 | 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Apams, CHARLES pant, Walsall, Baker Waleall Pet 

Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

Bay.ey, Henry, es Metal Worker Walsall Pet 
Augité Ord Oct t 

om, F ie CHARLES, legeeetann, Flour Factor High 

Pet Oct 8 Ord Oc! 

enema K, Hazet, feeb § Grocer Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Oct 8 Ord Oct 8 

Bursiey, Wittiam, Camberwell High Court Pet Oct 7 
Ord Oct 7 


Catpwe tt, Joun, Bolton, Plumbage Manufacturer Bolton 
Pet Bept 15 Ord Oct 6 
CoopEer, GrorcE. A anh Shoe Laster Leicester Pet 
Ost6 Ord Oct 6 
Cowis, CHARLES, a Cuartes Deyrton, Sheffield, Fish- 
mongers Sheffield Pet Oct8 Ord Oct S 
= 4, sr lesham, Suffolk, Miller Ipswich 
‘et Oct 
—_ AE, Bolton, Plumber Bolton Pet Sept 15 Ord 
66 
Davres, Dayrex, Trealaw, Glam, Timberman Pontypridd 
Pet Oct6 Ord Octé6 
Domay, Witttam Henry, one, Picture Frame Maker 
Oaford Pet Seot 27 ‘Ora O01 
Emuszny, Horacz, Neweastle dan dy Lyme, aber Dealer 
Stoke upon Treat Pet Sept 2 Ord Oct 6 
| Evstos, the Rt Hon Henry James Firznoy, Earl of. 
cheterfi eld gdns, Curzon st High Court Pet July 18 
ct § 
. Wittiams, Blaengarw, Baker Cardiff Pet Oct 6 
Ord Oct 6 


EvEEsHED, Samrsox, Brighton, Butcher Brighton Pet 
7 1] 


Frseperc, Issac, Liverpool, Draper Liverpool Pet Sept1s 
Ord Oct 8 


| Goopmax, CHARLES, pozsme, Ogley. Hay, cena, Staffs, 

Butcher Wisall t Oct7 OrdO. 

Gvuiurroagp. Epwarp Canditt Pet Oct 2 “Ord Oct 2 

Haavey-Raz, Ricuarp, New Broad st, Colonial Shipping 
Merchant Pet July i9 Ord Oct 4 

Hewitt, ALFRED Heepert, — Smallware Dealer 
Sheffield Pet Ord Oct 8 

Hi, = > Tp Commission Agent Stockport Pet 
Oct 

Hoorer. Joun Wiiiram, Lianbradach, Glam, Grocer 
Pontypridd Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 

Hvurtcaines, James, North Eimham, Norfolk, Carpenter 
Norwich Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

Ksieut, ALFRED Epwarp, Halesowen, Worcester, 
Tobacconist Stourbiudge Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 

| Mitcae.t, Joyas Wiittau, Leeds, Agent 
Leeds Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 } 

Morrey. Justix, Perea Sette gut Peter- 
borough Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 

Nvugvurse Jous. Trowbridge, Wilts, Cycle Dealer Bath 
Pet Oct8 Ord Oc: 8 





Oot 18 | 


Oct 17 at 1.30 | 
Bank- | 
Grocer | 


Bank- 


Parkes. James, Wool oe. Somthciign, Butcher Stour- 
bridge Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 6 

Po.eiase, Gzorce Francis Jutyan, Croaby sq, Steamship 
Broker High Court Pet June20 Ord Oct 4 

Roserts, Jouw Hart, Whi'stable, Chemist Canterbury 
Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 


| Rosgrrs, Tuomas, St Mervan, Cornwall, Farmer Truro 
a Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct . ties nisin. te 
yay, THomas Taylor nton, on, cle mt 
Piymouth P-t Ucté Ord Octé Age 
Szauay, Joux, Hammersmith, Tobacconist High Court 
Pet ‘Bent 24 Ord Oct 7 
Stacey, Fareprrgicx Tuomas, FPowey. oat, Licensed 
Victualler Truro Pet Sept 18 Ord 0c: 8 
| Srcaet, Hesrzy Paice, Wandsworth. Licensed Victualler 
Wandeworth Pet June 20 Ord Oct 7 
Tarion, Wittiam Watres, Walton, ore Bread ") s'o~ 
Liv Pe: Oct 3 Ord Oct 6 
Vzessesz, Evcar Joux Victor, Leicester rd, East Fiu .< 
aitist Barnes Pet Uct 2 Od Oct7 
Wakes, Ganerem, Salford, Ironmonger Salford Pct 
t7 


Oct 7 
Wartsos, Samuvet, Beeston Mill, nr No ham Silk 
Manufacturer Nottingham Pet ~ S rd Oct 6 
Wayt, Jous, .» Hereford, Miller Hereford 

Pet Octté6 Ord Oct 6 
= ge ey ge on Pye, Draper Newcastle on 
gers DICATION cenit 
Ports, ARTHUR, Weleereranton Wolverhampton Adjud 
Jan 31,1901 Amnnul Oct 6, 1901 " , 


London Gazetie.—Tvussvar, Oct, 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Avams, Rotayp, and Jauzs Gorgixncz Poynres, Gutter In, 
Cnespuide, Soft Soets Merchants High Court Pet 


Oct ¥ 
Arrcesy Ezxest, snd Gzorce Wortiey 
Metal Brokers Sheffield 


Macuix, 
eheffield, M Pet Oct 9 Ord 
Oct 9 
| Arxixcon, Wiusstam Joszrn, 

Merchant Blackburn Pet Oct7 Ord Uct7 
Barease, Peep, ord Hereford Pet Oct 7 Ord 


Uct 
Becxert, Jaurs, Sitaghon, Berks, Tailor Oxford Pet 
| Ot9 Ord Oct 


Bz.iauy, Guataee, Caltediem, Bookseller Cheltenham 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Baxsios, Bovgrer Axvtuue Sracxuan, Aberrvstwyth, Fancy 
Goods Deasier aberystwyth Pet Oci 10 Ord Oct 10 

Beet James, Hudderstieid, Merchant Huddersfield 
bet Sept ‘0 Ord Ot 10 

Beexnan, Paruicn. Barrow in Foam, Carter Buirrow in 
Farncess PtOtit Ord Oct 


Cuampens, Joserti Parapay, Coting, ne Grace 

ing Uhemist Nottingham Pet 7 , + ae 
Cocxscvas, James Wena 

Pet Oct 


AL Ord Oct 11 
Cores, Frevesic« = sm 


Woodhouse, 
Lloene ‘otha Pet Oc 19 ied 








e) 
, FB, Bise 
| oe 


Cresswett, James Ruicaagp, Portfield, Chichester, 
Li ler Brigh Pe 


Davies, Davin, 


Car 
Davis aang, Barforth rd, Nunheadin Greenwich Pa 
Oct 9 Ord Oct 


Dent, Witi1am Caan.es, and Cuartes Saxarmay, Gaing. — 
uilders 


borough, Coachb' Lincoin Pet Oct 9 Oni 
Oct 9 


Ricuarv, Middle Temple —— 
at Law High Court Pet Sent a 


Oct 10 
Parranns & Co, T E, Goldsmith st, ae In, Engineers 
Court Pet Aug 21 Ord Oct 10 
Farrak, Greorce, Burnley, Gaminien Agent Burnley 
Pet Octil Ord Oct lt 
Forses, Wiit1am, Burnley, Tobacconist Burnley Pet 
Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
Haves, Epwarp. East Farley, Kent, Builder Maidstone 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
Haagrve tt, WIL, oT eigh Farm, on, Somerset, 
aim-r Taunton Pet Oct1l Ord Oct 
Havens, Haney, Blackpool, Builder hone Pet Sept 24 
Ora Oct 10 
Havwagp, Arruur, Soutbend on Se:, Furniture Remover 
Chelmsford Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
Hoar, Cuantes Epwaxgp, Blackpool, Artist Preston Pet 
Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Jzakins, EpwaRpD Cre Gt Grimsby, Photographer Gt 
drimsby Pet Oct7 Ord Oct7 
Jzewetu, Georce Sowpen, St Austell, Corawal’, Smith 
Truro Pet Octil Ord Oct il 
Joxzs, ANNE, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh. Lodging house 
Keeper Bangor Pet Sept 22 Ord Oct 9 
Marston, Tuomas, Walsail, Greengrocer Walsall Pet 
Oct 1 rd Uct 10 
Me.uer, Joun Freer, Maidstone Butcher Maidstone Pet 
Oc1l Ord Oct il f 
Mettor, Jonn Wituiams, Crown Bank, Sandbach, Fruiterer 
Macclestield Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 
Pickerinc Grorce, Newcastle upon Tyne, Cartusigtt 
Newcastle upon wae Oct 11 Ord Oct 1 
Pickup, Jauss a, Whitetield, Lancs Bolton Pet 
Oct 11 Ord Oct 1 
ParigstLey, ALBERT aie and James Beprorp SELLars, 
Longwood, nr Huddersfield, shoddy Maanfacturers 
Hudderstield Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
PritcnarD, Witi1am Exuis, Criccietb, Carnarvon  Port- 
madoe Pet Octi0 Ord Oct 10 
Repreargnx, BENJAMIX, Heckmondwike Dewsbury Pet 
Oct 10 Ora Oct 10 
Reyrnoupsox, Water, Kingston upon Hull, Timber 
aterch wut Kingston upoa Hull Pet Oct 10 Ord 
Oct 10 
Ricuarps, Henry, Abergwynfi, Glam, Col'ier Aberavon 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct | it 
Ruey, Joszrun, Br rd, Stuff Merch Bradford Pet 
Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 
Roperts, Ayn, and Marcaret Rosesrs, Morecam 
Lodging house Keepers Preston Pet Och 9 O 
Oct 9 
Suaw, Jonny Witu1am, Nelson, Tobacconist Burnley Pet 


Oct 11 Ord Oct 
SmaLtimax, JAmEs, Hereford, Blacksmith 
Smiru, CuaBies Tuomas, Mile Endrd, Boot Dealer High 


Epmonpson, 
Barrister 





Lin 
Hereford Pet Oct10 Ora Oct 10 
vet Aug 28 Ord Oct 9 


Saurru, —— saraam, Dudley, = Dudley Pet Oct 
10 


Ord Oct 1 
gar Py Ao Gecuas Norwich Norwich Pet Oot ll 
Or ll 
ero Sat G, Piccadilly, Hosier High Court Pet Sept li 
cd 


Trias, > +l Cooke, Cheltenham, Household Furniture 
Remover Cheitepham Pet Oct 10 (rd Ost 10 
* atuis, Epwix Joun, Cambridx-, stat: Agert Can- 
oridge Pet Oct9 Ord Oct9 
fh OODWARD, Tuomas Baynett, Armitage, Stails Farms 
Stafford Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Apams, Potanp, and James Gorgince Poyvnres, Gatter ln, 
Cneapeide, Soft Goods Merchant Oct 23 at 11 Bunt- 
ruptcs blags, Carey st 

Batowixs, Wyspnam Stuart Cosmo, 

Painter Oct 22 at lt 

Mon 


Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, 
Ne 


wport, i 
Bantixrt, Cuagies Geoausz, Bridgwater. Painter Oct 21 


atll Mr W & Tamtyn, High st, Bridgwater 

Baxter, Fg gen, acd Joun Saxren, jun, abbey Tows, 
Cumberland, Farmers Oct 22 at 3 Of Kec, &, 
Fisher st, Cariisle 


Beans, Poivie Cuasces, Leytonstove, Flour Factor Od 


28et12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Buarpasrock, pie, Tome, Gaseee Oct 23at12 Of 
hee, 8, at. 

Canuey, Jossen, Barrow in Furnese, Machine Driller 
Oct 22 at 11 Off Rec, 16, Vornwailis st, Barrow is 


Gee, bogey t Wixsox, Barrow in Furness, Baker 
Oct 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow is 


Furness 

Cannize, WitutiAmM Hewry, Ilkeston, Hosiery Manufac- 
turer 21 at 12 Off Bee, 4, Castle pl, Park mt, 
Nottingham 

Dautos, Leonanp, Catford Oct*21 at 11.30 24, Railway 
app, Loadon Bridge 

Emueny, Horace, Neweastle under Lyne, Timber Deale 
Coes % Off hec King st, Newcastle Stelios 

Ecstow, Earl of, Chesterfield géas. Curzon st Oct & 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Uarey st 

Evase Wituiam Bl ae pg ey Baker Oct 22 at 0 
Ott Ree, 117, wee 

Bvsesaso pnasrson, yah ty eben Oct 2 ati Of 

Site Sewrs, .—% Solihull, Wesetek, Seen Iron- 
monger Oct 22 at1l 174, Vorporation st, Birmingha® 

Gisps, Sy rd, Earl’s Court, Family Buebet 


Gueen Victoria roy Ae atil Bank 





Newport, Mon, j 





H 


3 
ester, © 
Dect 9 | 
arthen 
bh Pa 
Gains. 
Ord 


‘emple, 
5 Ord 


gineers 
jurniey 
y Pe 
idatone 
merset, 
Sept 24 
emover 
m Pet 
her Gt 
Smith 
house 
lt Pet 
me Pet 
‘ruiterer 


twright 


m Pe | 


J/ELLABS, 
acturers 


Port- 
ry «=Pet 


Timber 
0 On 


beravon 
rd Pet 


recambe, 
9 On 


ley Pet 
acksmith 
x High 
Pet Oct 
t Oot 11 
t Sept if 
‘urniture 
4 Caa- 


. Fars 


tatter In, 
1 Bu.nt- 


t, Mon, | 


chmbrs, 
r Oct 2i 


ey Tows, 
Rec, 4, 


ctor Od 
t12 Of 


e Drille 
atrow ip 


3, Baker 
jarrow is 


Manufac- 
Park a, 


|, Railway 
x Deale 


itafford 
Oct # 


| 22 at BD 
ati Of 
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Ghesere, Ma we m Desbiele, | Commission Agent Oct 21 at 
2. ewase, Baas Festeieh Kent, Builder Oct 21 
at ».30 9, King st, Maidet 
Hamer, cog Ogmore. Glam. Builder Oct 28 at 12 
Ree, 117, ot vy at, Perr 
Horr, eed, , Butcher Oct 27 at10 4, 
B meet North Elmham, Carpenter Oct 25 at 
“<< AMES, a! 
1 . 8, King st, Norwich 
Jew i. sgh et Sownex, St Austell, Cornwall Oct 25at 
1220 Off R c, Boscawen st, Traro 
Mawops ey, Joux, Barrow in Furness. Newsegent Oct 22 
at12 Off Reo, 16, Cornwallis st. Barrow in Farness 
Me.ton Joux freer, Maiastone, Butcher Oct 21 at 4 
9 King st, Maidstone 
iogham, Dairyman Oct 24 at 12 
174, Corporation st, Birmiogham 
Monet, Justin, Peterborough, 
4at1185 The Law GC urts, Pete 
See Jasez Yarpuiey, Redditch, Worcester, Needle 
Mater Oct 23at 11 174, Co ration st, Birauingham 
Pasxer, Jounx, B chdale, it “Oot 21 at 11.15 
Townh.il Rochdale 
Pzanrsox, Toomas, New Cleeth Labourer Oct 21 at 11 
Otf Ree, 15 nee, Ly! 
PREsTON, GEORGE * ILLIAM alisail, Boot Manufacturer 
Ocs 24atit 174 ae an Birmi 
Reeve, James Redhill, Box — Oct 22 at 12 24, 
Railway app London Bri 
Roserts. THomAs, eae | Farm, St Mewan, Corowall, 
Farmer Oct 25at12 Off Bec, Boscawen st, Truro 
Ryay, Tuomas Tay.ok, Paigoton, D«von. Cycle Agent 
Oct 21 at 6 ~thensoam ter, Plymouth 
Suita CHanLes THOMas, = , , os Dealer Oct 
@atill Baokru; 
y, Hooke’ ‘Oot’ Oct 22 ‘at 12 Bankruptcy 
bidgs. Carey st 
Tayiog, Wituau Wares, Walton, Lancs, Bread Dealer 
Uct 22 at 12 Off Kec 36, Victoria st, Laverpool 
THoutp FREDERIC JOSEPH, ) ee cae Grocer Oct 
2eatit Off Rec, Wolverhampton 


Wa ker, ABranam, Salford, iemenge Oct 22 at 2.30 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Wanchester 

Woop, Ricaarp Stuckey, Stoneycroft, caveagnel Oct 22 
at'12.80 Otf Rec, 86, Victoria st, Liverp 

Yousa, 3amvE., _——~ Bottion ‘Ocr 2 atl2 174, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apams. Rowianp, and James Gorrince Poynter, Gutter 
in, ~~ jide, Ay ty Goods Mercaant High Court Pet 
1c ra Oct 

Arxinson, Wi1t.14M Josera, Blackburn, Provision Merchant 
Biackbura Pet Occ 7 Ord Oct 7 

Seraem, Frep, Herefsrd Hereford Pet Oct 7 Ord 


Becxett, James, Abiogdon, Berks, Tailor Oxford Pet 
Octs# Orr Octd9 


Genie, } leg Guten, Bookseller Cheltenham 
Pet Oct 9 Ord dot 
Bower, WILLiam ° «= MO Manchester, Printer Man- 
chester Pet Sept 20 Ord Oct 11 
Bowman, Faeperic Auncerrorp Victoria et, Westminster 
igh Court ret aprii8 Ord Oct 8 
Barnxnan, Pareicx, Barrow ia Furness, Carter Barrow i2 
Furness Pe: Oct tl Ord Oct ll 
Brown, Richagp Epwakrp, rye hae Wheelwright 
Notui gham Petioté Ord 
Cuampers, Joseru Farapay, Collins ‘Notte, Man ufactur- 
ing Chemist Nutungo.m Pet Mt9 Ord Octy 
Cockxsu "ae JamEs “adam, Leicester, Builder Leicester 
6 Oct 1 
Cotes, Frepguick daune, Mansfield Woodhouse, Notts, 
Licensed Vicvuailer Nottingham Pet Oct io O.d 


Oct 10 

Court, -_ a, Ripley, Derby, Jeweller Derby 
P-t Oct 1 Ord Oct 

CrEswk.L, James orate: Portfield, aeeae, Licensed 
Viewuslier Srighton Pet Uct9 Ord Uct 

Davies. Davip Liangeler, Ca:marthen 
Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Some, 3 Isaac, Nuahead In Greenwich Pct Oct 9 Ord 

ct 9 

Dent, Witt1am Caanies, and Cuantes 8Hearman Gains- 

ay bh, Coach Builders Pot ver 9 Oid 


Saceenee Frank WILLIAM, Sawr. Je veller 
Cat rbury Pt dept24 Ord Oct 10 
Epwaeis Cuaries James, Soange rd, Publican High 
2 pag ous’ O d Oct 10 
‘ABRER, Georce Barn e Gaaeteten en; Burnley 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 1 ; 4e 
Forses, Wittiam Semiee, Tobacconist Burnley Pet 
‘ Oct 9 On Gane ond sl, Bart 
1BBS, MAMUEL Richmi ‘arl’s Coat, Brenly Sethe 
High Court Petseot 18 Ord Oct 9 
Gaoanke, Joun, Rochdale, Comm.ssion Agent Rochdale 
Pet 6 Ord Oct 9 
Hapuer, Epwarp Mast yr Kent, Builder Maid- 


a stone Fos Oat @ Ora O 
ARTNELL, WILLIAM Tela ‘een, Somerset, Farm-:r 
Taunton Pet Octil O 4 Oct 11 
Haywasp, Arraur, tow hend on oa. Furniture Remover 
Cheim-ford Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 
Hi, Stepan Raw ineow, Weatolift. on Sea High Court 
Pet Aug 19 OrdO t8 
Hoar Cuagces Fowanp, Blackpool, Artist Preston Pet 
3 Uct * Ord Oct 0 at 
RENKIN. Epwaap faomas i Photographer Qt 
Jay Tabs | Pot Oot 1 a sah 
BLL, GEORes SowpEN AY austell, Corn’ th 
Teuro Pet Oct tl Ord Oct tL — 
Joxxzs, Joun Burren Mose Bide, ne Manchester, Grocer 
Mancnest-r Pet dept 28 Oro Ooty 
ve 9 Witttam Jones, King’s Heah Worcester, 
Bumingham Per Oct 4 Ord Oct 10 
Kins, r > Bowiy, 7] 
andsworth Pet augi9 Ord 


en Pet 








Lawrsretx, ADoLPH, ey , Fine Art Gilder | Warxtne, Bonace. Hallow, Worcester, Biker Worcester 
Bigh ‘oart pF 16 Ord Oct 10 Pet Sept 1s Ord 


Lawazenos, Leorotp James, Fuluan, Cabinet Maker | Youse. “amuvss. Bottler Birmingham Pat 
High ‘ourt Pet Oct4 Ord Oct 9 Prone Ord Oct 10 


eae on a= i Dealer Oldbam led ‘ betitut d for that publis inthe ° 


Manstox. THomas Waleall, Greengrocer Walsall Pet cena“ Gazette of Sept '2: 
Oct 1 R .N . rer 
me. Jon Faure, 2 OwLEy, Newtown Louis. ee ocd Onn ames 
Pet Oct 1l Ord Ocs Stoke upon freat Ord Sept 
Amended notice substituted for that ed in 
Maiiom, Jon Joux Wain Sendbech, Fruiterer Maccles- : S - — 


Peacock, a avd Arraur Pascoce Kingswood, Glos, 
Boot Manufacturers Bristo: Pet S-pt18 Ord Oct9 

Pickup James Henry, Whitefield, Lancs Bolton Pet 
Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

PaixeTLey, ALBERT Epwasp, ons James BeprorpSr.iars, 
Longwood, nr Hi d, Shoddy Munufacturers 
Huddersfield Pet Oct 10 ‘Ora Oct 10 

Parrcaarp, Witt Exuis © 


Cuemm, Frep, Leeds, Baker Leeds Pet Sept 11 Ord 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Doveras-Witiay, Rosert, Clifton Bristol Bristol Adjud 
Jan 18.1901 Annul sept 23, 1901 








m doc Pet Oct10 Od Oct 10 
a, Dewsbury Pet| Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Revpessses,, — me be ae, oases Soicirors’ JOUREAL with regularity it is 
os save, Sidi Mine se requested that application be made direct to 
Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Pm oy Ays, avd Mancarer Roseets. Morec:mbe, 
Lod; hous+ Preston Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Sxaw Jons Wittiam Nelson, ey Pet 
Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

SMALLMAN oa, Hereford, Blacksmith Hereford 
Pet Oct Oct 10 

Sarrx, CaaRies THomas, ‘ite ~4 rd, Boot Dealer High 
Court Pt Aug 28 

Gass. ae GEORGE, eo Norwich Pet Oct 11 

Srapen, Gsorcz Wii11am, Lewes, Licensed Victualler 
Lewes Pet 8ert 18 Ord Oct 11 

Titscry, ABest Haery, Willesden, Builder High Court 
Pec Sep’ 4 Ore Ot 8 


Watts, Kowix Jony, Connbeiton Estate Agent Cam- 
britge Pt Oct 9 Ord Oct - 


MERRYWEATHERS . 


COMBINATION OF APPARATUS FOR 


FIRE PROTECTION, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING, 
and WATER SUPPLY. 


Three purposes provided for at One Minimum Cost. 
Experienced Engineers sent to Survey at Mansions, Estates, and Villages. 


MERRYWEATHERS’ PORTABLE FIRE APPARATUS 
FOR INDOOR PROTECTION. 


«sLondon Brigade’’ Hand Fire Pump - £5 5 0 
(With eee 5 person can attack a fire unaided, and by whic’ 33} majority of 


Annual Subscriptions, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE: 
Soxicrrors’ JouURNAL, £1 6s. ; by post, £1 8s. 
WEEKLY REPORTER, £1 6s. ; by post, £1 8s. 
Soxicitors’ JOURNAL and WEEKLY 
REPORTER, £2 128., post-free. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; half 
law cal*, 5s. 6d. 


























Jires which occur ly are 9 
+s Chute’’ Fire Escapes, from - - £5 0 O 
Hydrant Systems, from - - - £30 0 O 


Pressure Augmentors for High Suildings where water 
service is at lew pressure. 
SPECIAL SPRINKLERS FOR LIFT SHAFTS. 
Write for Pamphlets, post-free. 


MERRYWEATHERS;, 63, Long Acre, W.C.. LONDON. 
NIVERSITY COLLEGE, LONDON.! ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.E., 


(ONIVESSITY 08 Of LONDON.) 




















The Law Sessic mn Monday, October 20th, and the += aeure 

e Law n on ¥ and: 

ure dacs een BAR EXAMINATIONS. 
urisprudence—Profeesor A, F. Muaison, M.A., LL.D. ; | 

October 20th, at 6 p m. | Special Preparation at 24, Chancery-lane, wc 

October {0th at 7 pum A. F. Munisox, M.A, LLD.; ORAL (Private and Class) AND CORRESPONDENCE. 
J t Results :—In October, 1901, of 9 Pupils sent 

Law—Professor W. J.Wurrraxsa, M.A., LLB. ; | wae . ‘ 
odds ident ye iam Firt Clese Bonours, Bas Bxauisa 


Todustrial and ommercial Law—Professor W. J. Wurr- | 908, 23 pasned cut of 14-8 


Taker, M.A, 8.3 A. yb 7pm 
Constitutional Us ype W. J. Waurr- 
— >> LL.B; “Oesber at 7 p.m 
p»rative Law—Professor J D 
LUD. a) \Quaiv pe Wom a 
Indian Law—Pvofessor J. NRILL; October Bist, at 
, - e of fees, and of the Joseph Hume 
Scho whip nay be alos 1oation to the Secretary, 
kay apt vhe Quain Px are open to the 


T. GREGORY FOSTER, Secretary. Ww.c, 


—= Resvutt :—April, 1902, 
“Hew te Gecome a Barrister,” pest free, led. 
JOHN GIBSON, M.A. 


QOLsnes 27), admited August, 1899, 
3 artiond to Markby, Stewart, e 
admisaioa, as 








B.S 
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' firm; £1 
ee 0, bure Fi 





Goutcrror (B.A., Oxon.), admitted 1897. 
poe AB ag Ognveyanci- Boa eight pom Kx d 


ag, -» care 








Desires Re-en 
or temporary work 





‘ur solicitor 






M4349 AGING CLERK (30 years’ stending) 


_ - = undertake especial 
well recommend ; 


YENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 
- INVESTMENT COMPANY, LIMITED, 
No. 2% PALL MALL. LONDON, 8.W. 
(Removep From 5 Penge in LL.) 


Established 1836, and further empo Best te Roeetet Act of 
Parliament, 14 eis 15 Vict. c. 1 
Share and Debenture Capital ... . £619,870. 


Reversions Purchased on favourable terms. Loans on 
Reversions made either at annual interest or for deferred 
Policies Purchased. 









a ge 







” Office, 27, Thancery-lave. 





el Se Avely, Maxsene, 221, South Lambe’ h- 
GENTLEMAN, tall aud of good appesr 


ance, with 16 years’ experience in a firm of Solicitors, 
Position of Trost; country or otherwise; wou'd 
take charge of rent rolls, manage accounts and other 
a era] matters.- Address, Box No. oe of ** Solicit srs’ 











Chaperona, < 







Desses, laty Professors and 


ADAME AUBERT’S GOVERNESS and 
SCHOOL AGENCY (Established 199) 199 and 141, 


, and Visiting Gover- 
Bépétitrices, 
Houseke-pera (English and 


Lady 
. introduced for Bitish Isles and Abroad; Schoo's 
and Educational Homes recommended. 








- 


in Chancery-lane to 
for pone electric light, 
” Office, 27, 





QmARE of OFFICES Offered by a § licitor 


an ther Solicitor; en inclusive 
clerk, &c —Apply. Box 675, 
, Chancer y-lane, W.C. 











hood of the Law Courts 
wth anothe 








FFICES —A Solicitor Requires a 
with Ure of Clerk’s Office, in the neighbour- 
, Or weu'd ee to communicate 
another Solicitor r quirir g stmilar 
Addre ae. 3 am C., “Sc liciturs’ Journal ”’ 


accommodation — 
Office, 27, Chancery- 








res SALE or 10 






Wesuminster. 8 


LET, a New Semi- 


Residence, Farnaby-ro+d, Shortlands, Kent 
po gg: 5 meray Ae pe West Bnd) ; 
pret five bedreoms, &e. ; £875 (part may reoain on 


cent to first writing intro- 


; commission 8 per 
ducing purchaser Ww, jPPlye Mr. Keates, 1, Princcs-street, 









£5, 00 









TO } ag Fe WANTED wd 





EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. OAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other — and Annuities PURCHASED or 


pitalized, 
Cc. H. CLAYTON, 
F. & CLAYTON. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(EstasLisasD em 


Joint 
Secretaries. 





Purchase Interests in Real and Persona) 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 


Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,225. 
The Sotiety has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
an, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


LAW ASSOCIATION, 
For the benefit of Widows and Families of Solicitors in the 
ae and — 


Basses by Lifes oar ees Tebentgtions and by 
Dunations. 


Association consists of Solicitors residing and prac- 

tang in the Metropolisorw within the Bills of Mortality, and 
jects are (am: ray + = 

To grant relief to the Widow and Children of any 

deceased Member, or if none, then to other relatives 
tt on him for support. 

he ee eee et tees eneented to 81. 105. 
Guinea ‘annum constitutes a 
membership for 





subscription of One 
Member, and a payment of Ten 





inte est Pg costs offered ; 
soa : Bos 681,“ Bolsters’ 3 practic mact pplica' to be 
e@a.— AncHitects, Box oO ” Office, A tion made to the Somnet E, Evel 
27, Casncery-iane, W.C. Barron, 55, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Londun, W.C : i 














BAYLISS’ .° FENGING. 















































BAYLISS, 
JONES 
















POULTRY AND LAWN TENNIS 


& WORKS 


a iz il 


& 


MFRS, OF 
WIRE FENCING, ETC. 














i 
Low Prices. 


i i 


Low Prices 








~ 





jj i. 
OC KENNEL 


RAILIKC, 
ETC. 












Ro fp P 8 °ECT! 


BRISTOL CORPORATION £3 PER 
CENT. REOREWABLE STOCK. 


Interest payable Half-yearly at the Bank of 
England on the Ist February and Ist August. 


FURTHER ISSUE OF £640,000 £3 
PER CENT. STOCK, 


or such other amount as may be necessary to 
raise the sum of £2600 600 and the expenses 

of, and incident te, the issue. 
Sanctioned by the Council of the City of Bristol, and authorised 
by the Public Heatth Acts Amendment Act, 1890, and the 
Bristol Corporation Act, 1902, and a Cumsent Order of the 
Local Government Board given thereunder. 


PRICE OF ISSUE FIXED BY TAE COUNCIL OF THE 


CITY OF BRISTOL AT 494 PER CENT. 


First Dividend, beiag a fail six months’ interest, 
payable Ist Fepraary, 1903. 





T. ustees are authorized by the Trustee Act, 1398, to invest in 
this Stock, unless expressly forbidden by the instrument 
creating the Trust, 


Toe Govegnok axp Comrany of THE Bank OF 
EnGianp g've notic-: that by arrangeme:ts made with 
tne Corporation of Bristol, under the provisions of the 
Public Health Acts Amendment Act 1890, and the ) Bristol 
Corporation Act, 1902, aod in p of of 
the Coun il of the City and CG unty of B: istol, they are 
authorized to receive apvlications for about €640 0U0 (se 
a of Bristot Corporation SrTock, bea ing i: terest at 
Back o centum per annum, payaole half-yearly at the 
a= of england. 
This Stock will be in addition to, and will rank pari 
passu with, the Bris‘ol Corpuration £3 per cent. Redeem- 
able St ick already existiog. 
The Stock will be r-d-emod at par on the 8th June, 
1960, but may be redeemed at par. a: the option of the 
Corporation, on or after the 8in June, 1920, upon three 
calendar months’ notice having be-n given by public 
advertisement, shouli the same not have been previously 
cancelled either by purchase in the open market, or by 
agreement with the St ct holders. 

The Books of the Bristol Corooration 8 per cent, Stock 
are kevt by the Bank of England in London, but arrange- 
m-nts have been ente ed mto whereby assignments and 
transfers may be made at tne Bristol! Brauch of the Bank. 
Transfers will be tre of Stamp Duty. 

Applications, which must be accompanied by a 
deposit or £5 per cent.. wili be received at the 
Chief Cashier’s Office, and at the Vividend Pay 
Office Getunda: Bank of England, Threadneedle 
Street, London, EC., or at the Bristol Branch of 
such Bank. In case of partial aliotmeat th- balance of 
the amvou.t paid as deposit will be applied towards the 
payment of the first insta'ment. thou d chere be a surpius 
— making that payment, such surplus will be retunded 
y cheque. 

App ications must be for multiples of £10, but the Stock 
once inscribed will be transferabl: io any sums which are 
multiples of « penny, asin Jonsole. No allotment will be 
made of a less amount than €10 Stock. 

The dates at ehich the farther :ayments on account of 
the ieee will be requir-d are as follows :— 

= Thursday, 6th November, 1902, £29 per cent, 
Ona Tharsday, 27:h November, ‘902, £30 per cent. 
On Thursdays, 11th eS 1902, £30 per cent; 
' but the instalments may be paid in full, on and after the 
6th November, uuder discount at the ra'e of £3 per cent. 
per annum "In case of defeult in the pa:ment of aay 
instalment at ite proper date, tne deposit and instalmeats 
ae aid will a habie to forf+iture, 
collections sus poe ye rinted forms, which can be 
obtained at the Ohiet Ca Offixe. Bavk of Eng ont at 
the Gristoi Branch of the Bank «f Engiaod; ot -li other 
Branch s of the Baok cf England; «f mMe-s's. Muliens, 
Marshall & meg Lombard Street, London, & C. ; or of the 
City ‘Ire-+surer, Council Hose Bristol. 

The List of Agetientions will be closed in London 
on, or before, Wednesday. the Z2nd October, 1902, 
and ia Bristol on, or before, Tuesaay, the 21st 
October, 1902. 

Bank of England, 14th October, 1902, 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PRAGS, Lennon SRIDGE, E.C. 








Seimei 
Six HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Banr., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, H.C. 
Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, of 
in Freehold, Leasehold, or Copyhold Property. 
pieent for Louie Heduoad to 4 pot Ost 
Preference Shares £10 each ; Interest 44 per Cent. 





WOLVERHA: “mPTON 











Deposits received at 3, 34, and 4 Cent. 
Prospectus free of * = 
FREDERIOK LONG, Manager. 
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